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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ws aRE Nor surpRisep that some consternation has 
been occasioned in the City by the decision of the Court 
of Queen’s Bench, on the 27th ult., in a case of Smith v. 
Union Bank of London. After the bankers had suc- 
ceeded in slipping into the Stamp Act (16 & 17 Vict. c. 
59, s. 19), a clause relieving them from the obligation to 
verify the indorsements on cheques, more importance 
naturally became attached to the effect of crossing as a 
prevention of fraud. With respect to crossed cheques, 
to use the language of the preamble of 19 & 20 
Vict. c. 25, “doubts had arisen as to the obliga- 
tion of bankers with respect to cross written drafts,” 
and therefore, “inasmuch as it would conduce to the 
ease of commerce, the security of property, aud the pre- 
vention of crime, if drawers or holders of drafts on bankers 
payable to bearer or to order on demand were enabled 
effectually to direct the payment of the same to be made 
only to or through some banker,” that statute enacted 
that “in every case where a draft on any banker made 
payable to bearer or order on demand bears across its face 
an addition, in written or stamped letters, of the name of 
any banker, or of the words ‘and company,’ in full or 
abbreviated, either of such additions shall have the force 
of adirection to the bankers upon whom such draft is 
made that the same is to be paid only to or through some 
banker, and the same shall be payable only to and 
through some banker.” To meet further difficulties and 
increase the security of the customer, the'21 & 22 Vict. 
c. 79, provided that such crossing “shall be deemed a 
material part of the cheque or draft, . . . and the banker 
upon whom such cheque or draft shall be drawn, shall 
not pay such cheque or draft to any other than the 
banker with whose name such cheque or draft shall be so 
crossed, or if the same be crossed as aforesaid without the 
banker’sname, toany otherthanabanker.”’ Thisappears to 
enact that crossing shall amount to an effectual direction 
to the banker to pay the cheque to no one but the par- 
ticular banker whose name is written across the cheque, 
where the crossing is so limited, or in other words, to 
making the authority to disburse cash on the customer's 
account to the amount of the cheque conditional on its 
being asked for by the banker named. It would seem to 
follow that the banker drawn upon, who cannot in account 
with his customer discharge himself without showing that 
themoney was paid by his authority, cannot now discharge 

in respect of a cheque crossed with a banker's 
name without showing that he has paid it to that very 
banker. In Smith vy. Union Bank, however, the Court 
of Queen’s Bench have held that a banker may discharge 
himself from the obligation of accounting for his cus- 
tomer’s money by showing, first, that the customer had 
drawn a negotiable instrument which, though stolen 
from the true owner, had come into the hands of a bond 
Jide holder for value, who was therefore entitled to main- 
tain an action against the customer upon his draft ; and, 
secondly, that he had voluntarily paid the bond fide holder, 
though without the authority of the customer. This 





statement, we believe, exactly expresses the facts of the 
recent case, in whica the Union Bank had honoured a 
stolen cheque presented to them on account of a bond 
Jide holder for value by @ banker, but not by éhe banker 
with whose name it was crossed. We believe that 
bankers have for a long time considered themselves en- 
titled to honour a specially crossed cheque presented 
through any banker, and no doubt the practice is con- 
venient to themselves; but after the legislation which 
has taken place on the subject they could hardly have 
reckoned on legal effect being so easily given to this 
usage, to their own advantage and to the possible loss 
of the customer, for whose security the legislation was 
intended. 





THERE HAS BEEN @ good deal of correspondence during 
the week with reference to the salaries of county court 
judges. The ball was set rolling by Lord Lyttelton, 
who expressed an opinion that “ these learned persons 
are rather hardly used,” and suggested that the ad- 
ditional duties proposed to be imposed on them by the 
Agricultural Holdings Bill and the Pollution of Rivers 
Bill would give them a claim on Parliament for some 
“improvement in their position.” He was followed by 
“A County Court Judge,” who, in an elaborate letter, 
stated the extremely miscellaneous nature of the juris- 
diction imposed on these officials, and suggested that 
their salaries should be increased and their status im- 
proved. This writer, however, was hardly quite in- 
genuous in his statement. The fact is that when 
in 1865 the salaries of the judges were raised 
to £1,500, the increase was made by the Act 
conferring the equitable jurisdiction, and in con- 
sideration of the additional work supposed to be en- 
tailed upon them by that new jurisdiction. That juris- 
diction has, as a matter of fact, not materially 
added to their labours. According to the latest judicial 
statistics the number of all the equity proceedings in 
all the county courts was only 750 in 1869, and this 
number had actually diminished in 1873 to 712. At 
the latter date the average number of equity proceed- 
ings, even including payments in by trustees and peti- 
tions or notices filed, in each county court circuit, in 
the whole year, was about 12. No doubt the bank- 
ruptcy jurisdiction has added to the labours of 
the ceunty court judges, but it does not appear 
from the same statistics that even the busiest judges 
were oppressed with anything like incessant work. 
The greatest number of days of sitting for a single 
judge on any one circuit was 174, or a trifle more than 
half the working year, and the smallest 104. Under 
these circumstances we fail to see any great hardship 
in the case. 

But fora wholly different reason we are disposed, quite 
as strongly as Lord Lyttelton, to advocate a substantial 
increase to the salaries of county court judges. It is the 
opinion of many very competent observers that a salary of 
even £2,000 a year might enable the Chancellor to select 
the county court judges from among the ablest men at 
the bar. There are many motives besides the salary which 
might tempt such men to accept such an appointment. 
Promotion would come earlier than in the case of the 
judgeships of the superior courts; the work is less 
harassing and anxious, and the life of a country gentle- 
man has fascinations. At the same time a mere 
increase of salary would not be sufficient to effect 
the end we desire. At present it would need courage 
to set the example of renouncing the position of 
leaders at the bar to accept judgeships which have re- 
cently fallen only to unknown men. It is as well to 
speak plainly on this matter, and we must therefore say 
that unless something can be done to raise the calibre of 
the men who are appointed county court judges there is 
danger of the offer of such a position coming to be re- 
garded as somewhat of an insult by men of high stand- 
ing. What would be said if to-morrow one of the 
leaders of the bar were to take a county court judgeship ? 
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“Very much the same, probably, as if he had married his 
cook. Yet the office is one of immense importance, 
since the county courts are the only civil tribunals of 
‘which half the people of England have any experience. 





Sm Epauvnp Becxert’s tetrer, published in the Times 
of Thursday last, relative to the Judicature Act of 1873, 
while containing much that commends itself to common 
sense and the experience of the profession, concludes 
with a suggestion calculated to appal the stoutest heart 
among us. If there be any one concerned in the 
“practice of the law” who is ignorant that Sir 
Edmund's share of this practice lies far away, alike from 
common law and equity, in the valuable by-paths of 
parliamentary committees, so that the contemplated 
changes affect him “not nearly, but, as it were, by the 
hearing merely,’ the terrible proposal to “suspend the 
whole proceeding’’ sine die would infallibly open his 
eyes to that fact. We have already pointed out our 
reasons for thinking that of all possible courses this 
would be the worst. We have never made any secret of 
our opinion that the evils, to devise a cure for which the 
-Judicature Commission was originally appointed, might 
and ought to have been remedied much more simply, and 
that the impending change in the structure of 
our whole judicial system has been brought about, 
not by reason of any necessity therefor or any 
great convenience thence resulting, but because 
the remedy really required was too obvious and simple to 
satisfy the ambition of the commissioners. But still, the 
thing is done, and it bids fair to accomplish what is really 
wanted; and though it does, or affects to do, a great deal 
more which is not wanted at all, we may console our- 
selves with Sir Edmund’s assurance, in which we think he 
is perfectly right, that this mighty revolution is, after 
all, more nominal than substantial. But however this 
may be, the state of suspended animation in 
which our whole system has been kept for the 
last two years has become an evil more intolerable 
than any which the Act was intended to remove, or 
which the most vivid imagination can apprehend from 
ite effect; it will admittedly remedy some very obvious 
and important defects in our existing legal arrangements, 
and will, we trust, put an end to the absurd failures of 
justice of which James v. South-Western Railway Com- 
pany may be taken as a notable instance; and though it 
may well be that the machinery employed for this pur- 
pose is unnecessarily cumbrous and wantonly pretentious, 
the evils arising from uncertainty and delay, not only to 
the profession, but to the public at large, so manifestly 
outweigh all other considerations, that whatever might 
with force and propriety have been urged against the 
Bill in 1873, now, when every arrangement has been 
completed, fieri non debuit, factum vale. 





Tax Gexzrat Scuoor or Law Bu11, introduced by Lord 
Selborne a few days ago, contains no modifications of im- 
portance in the constitution of the governing body as pro- 

by last year's Bill, except the substitution of the ex- 
president of the Incorporated Law Society as an ex-officio 
‘member, in place of the vice-president. It will be re- 
membered that the total number of members of the 
senate is thirty-nine, of whom ten, who must not be 
practising barristers or solicitors, are to be nominated by 
the Crown; eight—viz., the three Common Law Chiefs, 
‘the Law Officers, aud the President and ex-President cf 
the Incorporated Law Society—are to be ex-officio 
members, and twenty are to be elected members, 
of whom ten are to be barristers of not less than 
seven years’ standing, and the remainder solicitors of the 
#ame standing. Four of the ten barristers are to be nomi- 
nated by the benchers of the Inns of Court, and four 
of the solicitors by the council of the Incorporated 
Law Society. The provisions as to the powers and duties 
of the senate are also unchanged, and, of course, the 





clause relating to the establishment of professor. 
ships or lectureships remains permissive only—“ if they 
shall find it practicable and expedient so to do.” After. 
Lord Selborne’s intimation that it is not essential to his 
Bill that a teaching body should be constituted, it is 
hardly to be expected that the senate will be very ready 
to “find it practicable or expedient’’ to incur the 
trouble and cost of establishing and maintaining a 
rival school to those. of the Inns of Court and 
the Incorporated Law Society. It should be re- 
membered, too, that under the Bill the “ special con- 
currence ” of a majority of those members of the senate, 
who are “ barristers-at-law "—a term which, we assume, 
is not intended to include the judges who are ex-officio 
members of the senate—is requisite to agreement to any 
rule relating to the subjects proficiency in which is to be 
certified in order to qualify for call to the bar. Of these 
twelve barristers six at least will certainly be either 
benchers or the representatives of benchers. It is not 
an improbable supposition that among the other six bar- 
risters there will be at least one of similar views to the 
benchers ; if so the result will be to leave the regu. 
lation of the examination for the bar in the hands of the 
benchers, subject, of course, to the appeal to the judges, 
who, it should be remembered, since they are not in 
future to be members of Serjeants’-inn, will be benchers, 
The Bill seems to us to be valuable rather for the pos- 
sibility it might afford in the hands of energetic ad- 
ministrators of effecting reform, than from any prospect 
it holds out of considerable change in the present condi- 
tion of legal education. 





ConsIDERABLE CHANGES will, no doubt, be effected with 
regard to a great many of the arrangements of business 
in the superior courts under the Judicature Act, not only 
as the direct result of the express provisions of the Act 
and rules, but as the consequence of the necessary re- 
modelling of matters of detail incidental to any great 
reform. This is certainly the time when any attempt to 
remedy time-honoured inconveniences is appropriate, 
and has some chance of success. We have several times 
called attention to one of the worst of these incon- 
veniences, viz., the way in which motions encroach upon 
the time allotted to the new trial paper. It seems to us 
that it would be well worth experiment under the new 
system whether some arrangement could be made for 
limiting the number of cases which should be taken in 
any day in the special or new trial paper—in other words, 
for having a list for the day in the same manner as at 
Nisi Prius. Of course enough cases ought to be put in 
the list to make it tolerably certain that the court would 
not have to rise before the end of the day. It would be 
a great convenience to counsel in many casesto know 
that they could not be reached, and it would prevent 
the runs on the paper which sometimes occur. It is 
within our knowledge that a case more than twelve off 
may in a few moments be reached, and struck out, or 
judgment given, in the absence of counsel on one side, 
in consequence of the sudden collapse of a case of some 
magnitude, those engaged in the cases immediately fol- 
lowing not being ready. Gross injustice may thus be 
caused, It may be right in such a case to strike out the 
immediately succeeding cases, but it ought to be recog: 
nized that there is a practical limit to the rule that 
counsel must be ready to argue any case in the paper. 
Business could not be carried on if a counsel were not en- 
titled to assume that a case at a certain distance off is safe. 
If there were a list there would be more ground than at 
present for strictness with regard to those whose. cases 
were in the list, and the number of innocents that a 
judge, in a fit of testiness or impatient dignity, could 
massacre would be limited, Jt should be remembered 


that if courts sit more frequently in two divisions under 
the new rules, the inconvendences of the absence of defi- 
nite “ fixtures” for the conduct of business will be still 
greater than at present. 
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We orten uEar of strange things in county courts, but 
it has not often occurred to us to have from so experienced 
:@ judge as the learned gentleman who presides in the 
Manchester County Court so strange a decision as is re- 
ported, we can hardly believe correctly, in the Manches- 
ter Guardian. The plaintiff sued the defendant for breach 
-of an engagement by which he undertook to play on a 
“euphonium,” whatever that instrument may be, for 
twenty-two “nights” at so much a week“ on condition 
that you [%.e., the plaintiff] attend yourself regularly.” 
The plaintiff having omitted to attend a rehearsal, the 
defendant refused further to employ him and engaged 
another performer in his place. The plaintiff sued for 
thisalleged breach of contract, and the judge gave judgment 
for the defendant. Whether this judgment is right or 
not we cannot tell, because the judge refused the aid of 
all means for coming to a right conclusion. He decided 
against the plaintiff on two grounds. The first was that 
the terms of the written engagement were auite large 
enough to admit of its construction as including the ob- 
ligation to attend rehearsals, although rehearsals are not 
mentioned. That is, the judge held that “night” in- | 
cluded day; and for all we knowin such contracts it 
may do so, but if it does it must be by custom, and the 
judge was not only without any evidence of such a usage, 
but had already rejected evidence superfluously tendered 
by the plaintiff to show the contrary. But he said that “in- 
dependently altogether of that, there was nothing incon- 
sistent in the agreement with the obligation to attend re- 
hearsals ; that being so, he should hold that the plaintiff 
was required to attend rehearsals ;” that is, assuming that 
the written contract did not bind the plaintiff to attend 
.rehearsals, and because there was no evidence of any other 
contract or obligation at all, therefore the judge held that 
there was an obligation to attend rehearsals. This, with 
some irrelevant observations about “ wilful” disobe- 


dience, is the whole judgment. 





Tue verpvict returned by the jury in Jackson v. Grand 
Junction Canal Company renders unnecessary the discus- 
sion of some of the subtle points raised at the time of the 
Regent’s-park explosion, and to which we adverted in 
these columns (18 S. J. 909, 941). It turned out that 
the canal company were themselves the carriers, and neg- 
ligence in the stowage of the benzoline and gunpowder 
was brought home to them by evidence which left the 
jury in no doubt as to the cause of the explosion or as to 
their verdict. The lesson, therefore, to be learnt from this 
unfortunate event is not a legal but a practical one. No 
one could ever have doubted that the negligent manage- 
ment of highly explosive and dangerous materials would 
make those guilty of such negligence liable to persons 
injured by their explosion; and it seems strange that to 
enforce the duty of ordinary care and caution should 
have required an experiment so costly to all parties cun- 


= 


LAW REPORTING. 


Tris a strange, but nevertheless unquestionable fact, as all 
law reporters can testify, that judges 





‘legal experience have frequently very little idea of wh 
constitutes “ reportability” in a case. A remark ma 
by the Lord Chief Justice in the Exchequer Ch 
“lately, as reported in the Z'imes, illustrates this 
forcibly. His lordship is stated to have complained ¢ 
the fact that out of seven cases set down as errors from 
the Exchequer, only one had as yet been reported, and to 
have said that it was of great importance in dealing 
with cases in the court of error that the court should 
have a report of the arguments and judgments in the 
court below. We venture to think that any 

‘and competent law re) would say that a more com- 
Plete misconception of the true function of law 









could hardly exist. We suspect that it is not a case of 


delay in publication, as suggested, and that in truth 
the cases referred to never will appear in the Zaw 
Reports, because they are not cases involving sufficient 
novelty of principle to be worth reporting. This is a mere 
conjecture, but it is apparent that the test applied by 
the Chief Justice gives the go-by to the proper considera- 
tions which govern the question whether a case should be 
reported. 

The reason assigned by the Chief Justice why the 
cases ought to have been reported, and why their not 
being reported is ground of complaint, is that it would 
have been very convenient for the judges constituting the 
court in error, in deciding the cases in error, to have had 
an account in printof thearguments and judgments below. 
Very probably it would, but it is quite obvious that this 
is no reason for reporting a case. If this consideration 
is to prevail, every case must be reported, for it is 
quite impossible to know which may go to error. The 
reports are not official publications; they are paid for 
by the consumer, the general legal public; why should 
they pay for the printing of a quantity of otherwise 
useless material in order to facilitate the decision by the 


| judges in error of cases only interesting to the parties 


concerned ? It is very proper that by shorthand writers’ 
notes, or otherwise, the turn the case took below should be 
brought before the judges in error. That this knowledge 
should be possessed by them is no reason whatever why 
the case should appear in any series of law reports. 
Speaking roughly, there are two classes of cases which 
are worthy of being reported. First, cases which decidea 
new point or principle, such as those which settlethe mean- 
ing of a statute which has not yet received a construction, 
where such construction was really doubtful in the absence 
of decision ; or which lay down the rule of expediency to be 
applied tosome new combination of elements in social, com- 
mercial, or political existence which the course of events 
brings forward. Secondly, cases which, though they do not 
decide absolutely new points or principles, nevertheless 
afford typical illustrations of the application of old points 
or principles to large or frequently recurring classes of 
instances. There is nothing, we believe, which darkens 
counsel so effectually as loading the books with cases in 
which, though much was mooted, very little or nothing 
was decided. An obiter dictum is, as a rule, better sup- 
pressed. A system in which previous decisions have the 
force of law has its drawbatks, though it seems to us 
that the advantages more than counterbalance them ; 
but anything which tends to give mere dicta the force 
of precedents is, to our thinking, mischievous.’ The ten- 
dency of modern reporters is to confine the matter re- 
ported to the actual decision’ much more strictly than 
was the practice in former times, and we feel sure that 
the profession ought to support them in this respect. 
There is no doubt a very frequent and natural 
on the part of a lawyer who is getting up the argument 
of a case to welcome considerable prolixity in the re- 
porter, and the diligent recording of loose 
opinions, not strictly necessary to the decision of the case 
reported. Such a mode of reporting frequently affords 
padding for an argument to a counsel with a bad case, 


at un- 

length, than with his own. The 
however, is not to be judged from this point of 
but from that of the legal who have 


stitutes our English law, and averthat the grain of wheat 
lies imbedded in colossal heaps of chaff. The 
with which the yearly accretions of the Jaw 


up the shelves of any not of pro- 
portions is an appalling . Tt makes one 
sigh on considering the lot of our grandchildren who 
commence the study of the law, 
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Seriously speaking, the unnecessary accumulation of 
printed matter upon the world is a great evil in any branch 
of learning. Itis particularly so with regard to the reports 
of decided cases, where it tends greatly to increase labour 
and confusion. It is extremely desirable that a severe 
rather than a lax rule should prevail as to what amounts to 
“ reportability”’ in a case, and for this reason we were 
sorry to observe the remarks of the Chief Justice reported 
in the Times. 








SEAWORTHINESS. 


Tue Court of Queen’s Bench had recently to consider 
(in Dudgeon v. Pembroke, 22 W. R. 914, L. R. 9 Q. B. 
581, see ante, p. 152) the double question of when a loss 
can be properly attributed to perils of the sea, and when 
to unseaworthiness. There the ship perished by going 
ashore after labouring for some days in a storm. In 
Anderson v. Morice (23 W. R. 180, L. R. 10 C. P. 58), 
the question arose how far a verdict of seaworthiness and 
loss by the perils insured against could be sustained on 
behalf of a ship which sunk in smooth water from an un- 
discoverable cause and soon after the attaching of the 
policy. “ The significance of such a fact,” the court say, 
“ cannot be displaced by mere opinion founded on mere 
conjecture. We think that the true significance of such 
evidence is to be termed a presumption, and a shifting 
of the burden of proof; and that where such a fact is the 
only fact in evidence, there being no other evidence as to 
the condition of the ship, or as to a cause of loss, it is 
evidence on which a jury ought to find, and should there- 
fore be directed to find, if they believe the evidence, 
that the ship was unseaworthy at the inception of the 
risk. But where there is other evidence of the condition 
of the ship, or of a cause of the loss, then the fact of the 
ship sinking in smooth water becomes one of several facts 
which must all be left to the jury. If from other facts 
—such as a large amount of repairs recently done, care- 
ful surveys recently made, excellent conduct of the ship 
up to a time immediately preceding the loss, or other- 
wise, a jury conclude that the ship was seaworthy at the 
inception of the risk, then the jury may further find that 
the loss was occasioned by a peril insured against, 
tnough they are unable to ascertain or safely conjecture 
what it was which caused the ship to sink.” Upon evi- 
dence of this kind the court allowed the verdict to stand, 
although the judge who tried the cause would have 
arrived at an opposite conclusion, but was of opinion 
that there was evidence on which the jury might not 
unreasonably have given their verdict in favour of the 
plaintiff. 

Having regard to the circumstances of the case, the 
verdict seems to have gone to the extreme length in 
favour of the shipowners. The court say that the prin- 
ciples they lay down are not inconsistent with the ruling 
of Lush, J.,in Merchants’ Trading Company v. Uni- 
versal Marine Insurance Company, upheld by the Court 
of Common Pleas, and subsequently approved by the 
Court of Queen’s Bench in Dudgeon v. Pembroke. But 
some exception may be taken to the language in which 
they deseribe the effect of such pe wines os that the 
ship sank in smooth water, and from an unknown cause. 
it may be questioned whether the effect is accurately 
represented by saying that it is “a shifting of the burden 
of proof.” The burden of proof is on the assured to 
start with ; the phrase implies that by mere proof that 
the ship went down the burden has been already shifted. 
Rather, however, the burden has never been shifted; 
adequate proof has never been given that the loss was 
caused by a peril insured against. The loss was not, as 
in Dudgeon v. Pembroke, «loss proximately caused by 
the violence of the winds and waves, but like that in 
Merchants Trading Company v. Universal Marine 
Insurance Company, # far as can be seen or known, a 
loss simply caused by the inability of the vessel to flout. 
And if the proof is thus left insufficient, the question 





may be put whether it is not incumbent on the assured’ 
to go farther, and to show by some probable conjecture,. 
supported by reasonable evidence, that the cause was such 
a cause as falls within the perils insured against. In fact 
n using the phrase cne of the two questions raised seems 
to be lost sight of ; the two questions are, was there a loss 
by perils insured against, and was the ship seaworthy ? 
With regard to the latter of these questions, the burden 
is on the underwriter, and the evidence of sinking in 
smooth water may be primd facie evidence for him, and 
shift the burden of proof on to the plaintiff; but with 
regard to the former question, where the burden is on 
the plaintiff, the point is, whether he has ever satisfied 
his obligation to proof, whether the fact proved is any 
eviderce for him. In Dudgeon v. Pembroke the court 
say, referring to the ruling of Lush, J., in Merchants’ 
Trading Company v. Universal Marine Company : “ He 
told the jury that, on the circumstances proved in the 
case before them, the one question which would solve it 
all was this—Was the leak from which the vessel foun-- 
dered attributable to injury and violence from without, 
or to weakness from within? For if it was not at- 
tributabie to perils of the seas, that is, as he explained 
it, the violent action of the elements from without, or 
any other casualty involved in perils of the sens, the jury 
could come to no other conclusion than that it was due- 
to an inherent infirmity of the ship itself. On this 
direction the jury found for the defendants. The ver- 
dict was entered for the defendants, both on the plea 
denying seaworthiness, and on that denying that the loss 
was by perils of the sea; and the Court of Common 
Pleas refused a rule for a new trial, holding the direction 
unexceptionable. And we quite agree that the direction. 
was unexceptionable.” This language seems hardly con- 
sistent with that now used by the Court of Common 
Pleas. 








CIVIL ALLEGIANCE. 


Crvi allegiance is neither more nor less than that duty 
of obedience to the State which it exacts of those who are- 
living under its laws, and this duty is not at all to be 
ascertained by theological considerations, but simply by 
reference to the knowable law of the particular country 
whereof the inquirer who seeks to learn for himself the 
extent of his duty to his State isa subject. Limiting 
our inquiry to English law as applicable to English sub- 
jects—for it is unnecessary to attempt to investigate the 
greater or less demand of obedience exacted by foreign 
States—we find that, as we have no code which defines the 
relation of State and subject, we must resort to historical 
investigation for the ascertainment with precision of the 
nature and limits of that obedience. 

Curiously enough, far back in the very pristine age of 
our English liberties, contemporaneously with the early 
struggles of the nation, then first realizing its existence, 
this question was the subject of much debate, and for 
much the same cause as nowadays. But there was 
greater reason why to the subject with peculiar sharp- 
ness of definition the supreme claim of his country, re- 
presented in the august person of his King, should be 
asserted. There was, first, the feudal customary law 
which thrust in the mediate lord between the sovereign 
and the subject; there was, secondly, the authority of the 
Papacy asserting itself as paramount in every kings 
dom of Christendom and over every outlying land 
of the known world. On the one hand the feudal 
tenant made oath in solemn form that in respect of the 
fief he would be “his lord’s man, that he would bear 
faith to him for the tenement in respect of which he did 
homage, and would preserve the lord’s earthly honour in 
all things, saving only the faith due to the King and his 
heirs” (Glanville, lib. ix.), a saving clause which was 
important enough but unhappily somewhat vague. 
On the other hand, the clergy and bishops were strictly 
the vassals of the Pope. From the year 723, in which St. 
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Boniface took the oath of vassalage, “supra sacratissimum 
corpus beati Petri” to Gregory the Second ((fieseler, ii. 
215), the whole clergy had been constrained to abnormal 
obedience to the representative of the Papacy for the 
time being ; but now, in consequence of the decree of the 
second Council of the Lateran (we mention this because 
the decree is still operative), expressly declaring clerical 
dignities to be held of the Pope “ quasi feudalis juris 
consuetudine”’ (Labbé, xii. 1507, Ad Concil. Later. ii.,anno 
1139), and of the action of Innocent ITI. in insisting on de- 
grading bishops to mere slaves of his will (Innocent III., 
Epist. 495), the whole body of the ecclesiastics of this 
country were become, or likely to become, the mere tools 
of a foreign potentate, not only irresponsible, but not 
even likely to be swayed by reason or representations be- 
cause he was satisfied of his own infallibility. 

The difficulty, so far as it existed by force of the obliga- 
tion of the feudal oath, was met by the strict main- 
tenance of an old Anglo-Saxon practice * which, during 
the troubles the kingdom underwent in the latter part of. 
King John’s reign, and the first few years of Henry IIL, 
had not been regularly kept up, namely, the swearing of 
the whole body of the laity (in other times clergy and 
people) to allegiance at the special meetings of the 
Hundred or the Leet twice a year; a proceeding which 
must have forcibly brought home to the minds of all the 
people from the earliest age at which they were capable 
of understanding such a thing,t the pre-eminence cf 
their King. 

It is useful to set this oath out, as, in the words of the 
most consummate master of English law, Lord’ Hale,t 
“it is comprehensive of the whole duty of the subject to 
his prince, and therefore hath obtained for six hundred 
years [Lord Hale was writing in the seventeenth century] 
in this kingdom,” and “ the sense of it is obvious to the 
most common understanding;”’ and, for this further 
reason, as it embodies that “ virtual or implied allegiance 
which the subject owes to his sovereign antecedently to 
any express promise, oath, or engagement.’’ The free 
man or serf having first given pledges that he would be 
amenable to justice in the royal courts as often as there 
should be occasion, advanced towards the bailiff and swore 
as follows :—*“ Hear this, you, N., bailiff, that I, P., from 
this day forward will be faithful and loyal to our Lord E., 
King of England, and to his heirs, and faith and loyalty will 
bear to them of life‘and limb, of body and goods, and of 
earthly honour, and that I will neither know nor hear 
their hurt nor their house, but that I will oppose (* de- 
fenderay’) it with all my might. So help me God and 
the saints.’’§ : 

Unfortunately our early Kings of the Norman dynasty 
had not been strong enough to enforce this oath of fealty 
on the ecclesiastics. Standing apart, as a detached caste 
from the rest of the nation—an “imperium in imperio”? || 
—they set at defiance all law which did not meet the ap- 
proval of their foreign sacerdotal head, who (as we have 
remarked) had now assumed the dominion over them as 
irresponsible lord and master. Resolute as was Henry 
IL., it will be seen from a comparison of § 20 of the 
Assize of Clarendon with § 6 of the Assize of Northampton 
(given in their most accurate form in Professor Stubbs’ 
**Select Charters”’) that he was unable to enforce the 
taking by the clergy of this oath which every layman in 
the realm was bound to take. All that he could 
do he did, with the assent of the realm, in the constitu. 
tions of Clarendon and the Assizes we have mentioned 
(the first great Acts of Parliament we possess), viz., he 


enforced the feudal rule of homage in respect of - 





* As old as King Edmund. See Concilivm Culintonense. 
Anc. Laws of England, p. 107, sect. 1, Alike oath was taken 
in France by both clergy and people. 

t+ Twelve years of ago was the cepa immemorially fixed, 

Hale’s Hist. of the Pleas of the Crown, chap. x. 

Britton, lib. i. cap. xxx, (Ed. Nicholls). 

This had gradually been brought about since William the 
Conqueror decreed the separation of the coclesiastical and secular 
nr This decree, though undated, is dearly of the year 


possessions held of the King, and he provided certain 
courses to be taken so that the bishops should be com- 
pelled to bring criminal clerks to justice. What more 
was wanted, namely, to bring home to the minds both 
of the laity and the whole body of the clergy the legal 
fact that the King was the supreme earthly head of all 
persons in the kingdom in civil matters, according 
to gospel and according to law civil and common, 
was effected by the emphatic teaching of the 
greatest legist of his day, Bracton, Archdeacon of 
Barnstaple, one of the royal judges. His astonish- 
ing knowledge of both civil and canon law, and his 
familiarity. with the customary law of this country, 
a familiarity not alone derived from continuous 
experience as judge for twenty years but also painfully 
purchased by him as a diligent student of both the works 
of his predecessors, Glanville and Stephen Segrave, and 
the records of the courts,* enabled him to speak 
with authority upon the matters he took in hand. 
His Sum or compilation of the laws and customs of 
England is an almost exhaustive corpus juris. Its 
merits are best manifested by the fact that the four 
well-known law-books of the next century are merely 
abridgments of it, except so far as they super-add 
notices of new statutes, and also by the extraordinary cir- 
culation of copies of the work throughout England and in 
foreign parts, even so far as that great centre of juridical 
learning, Northern Italy. In that celebrated treatise the 
author, intentionally or unintentionally true to the great 
principles of Teutonic government, lays down the two 
fundamental axioms that the King is the supreme 
judge of the nation, with the particular function of 
preserving peace and justice (fol. 1, b. § 6), and that his 
government is constitutional—that is, is regulated and 
administered according to laws and customs approved 
by the consent of those using them; which are con- 
firmed by the coronation oath (“ approbate consensu 
utentium et sacramento regum confirmate"), and which 
can only be abrogated or changed by the common con- 
sent of the realm (ib. § 7). Then, proceeding to treat 
of “ persons,” he describes (with perfect truth at that 
time) that “apud homines” the Pope is dominus in 
spiritual things which relate to the office of priest, that 
beneath him are archbishops, bishops, &c. “ And so in 
things which relate to the kingdom (“que pertinent ad 
regnum’’), there are Emperors, Kings, &c; and in the 
matterof advice and government there are associated with 
the King, councillors.” But “the King has no egual nor 
superior except God and the law which made him King.” 
If, says our author in another place, a dispute should 
arise as to whether Pope or King has jurisdiction in a 
matter litigated, itis obvious that the King or his justices 
must decide whether the person summoned ought to 
appear or not, for otherwise within the limits of his 
dominions the King would not only have an equal but a 
superior, and indeed many superiors, and these would be 
the inferior and delegated judges of the Pope (fol. 412). 

It is hardly possible, we think, to put in simpler lan- 
guage, or in phraseology more completely sensible and 
constitutional, the definition of the supremacy of the 
King, whether understood according to the lights of the 
thirteenth century or according to those of the nineteenth, 
Elsewhere in his book Bracton makes clear to us the rea- 
son of the abstinence of the clergy from taking the oath of 
allegiance at the public courts, for he puts it on the 
ground, not of exemption because they were pledged to 
and vassals of a superior potentate (as had been claimed 
for them), but of privilege, by custom of the realm, such 
as persons of dignity and also women, of all ranks, en- 
joyed. That this was the correct explanation, and that 
it was generally so understood, appears from the fourth 
clause of the Provisions of Westminster of the year 1259, 
which may be found in the work of Professor Stubbs, to 
which we have already referred. 





* There is a writ of the 42 Henry 3 of the Treasury calli 
on Henry de Bracton to send back a quantity of reconis 





judgments which he had borrowed from the archives. 
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The conclusion of the matter is that the full doctrine 
of allegiance was as well understood in this century as at 
any subsequent time, and that it may be said that the 
complete submission of the whole nation to the secular 
supremacy of the State dates from this eventful period of 
English history. 





Recent Becisiows. 


COMMON LAW. 
Prescription Act—INTERRUPTION. 


Glover v. Coleman, C.P., 23 W. R. 163, L. R. 10 
C. P. 108. 


The defendant in this case contended, on the authority 

of certain observations of Kindersley, V.C., in Gale v. 
Abbot (10 W. R. 748), that the continuance of an in- 
terruption to an easement for a year, without either an 
action being brought by the person claiming the pre- 
scriptive right for its invasion, or some act of assertion 
being done by him which would have entitled the owner 
of the servient tenement to sue him, breaks the period 
of enjoyment before action, which, under the statute, is 
zequisite to form the evidence of his right. But the 
‘subsequent case of Bennison v. Cartwright in the Queen’s 
Bench (5 B. & S. 1, 12 W. R. 425) decisively showed 
that this position was untenable, for in that case the 
way in question was blocked by a wall in October, 
‘1861; negotietions were carried on till February, 1862, 
-and the way was not forced until January, 1863, no 
action having been brought in the meantime, yet the 
plaintiff, the claimant of the easement, was held entitled 
to recover. This is conclusive against the view sup- 
posed to have been thrown out by Kindersley, V.C. In 
truth, however, the learned Vice-Chancellor said nothing 


was that if, after stating that legal proceedings would be 
taken unless something was done, the plaintiff had allowed 
twelve months to elapse without taking proceedings, 
even though he had continued to complain, that would 
have been a submission within the meaning of the 4th 
section. The present case, which in principle does not 
-go beyond Bennison v. Cartwright, gives a somewhat 
more complete idea of what will and what will not be 
held to be a “ submission te” or “ acquiescence in” an 
‘interruption within the meaning of the statute. As 
‘Brett, J., puts it, what is meant is something interme- 
diate between “recognition” or agreement on the one 
hand, and “ opposition ” (we should have thought “ resist- 
vance” a better word) on the other, namely, “ submission 
without satisfaction, and without any direct act of op- 
‘position, and although discontent be made apparent by 
some expression or other;”’ and the question for the jury 
would be—“ Although it be clear that the plaintiff did 
not submit to the interruption being satisfied to submit, 
nevertheless did he submit, though with disconteat, and 
‘though it was made apparent?” This is not very clear, 
but it comes to saying that the question is one of fact, 
that mere complaining will not prevent the attitude of 
the person owning the dominant tenement from being 
that of submission or acquiescence, that, on the other 
hand, the absence of complaints will make it such, 
but that so long as there are complaints indicating a 
bond fide present intention of resistance, “ submission ” 
or “acquiescence” will not be proved by the mere delay 
to take legal proceedings, or actually to make use of the 
interrupted easement. The effect, on the other hand, 
of the observation of Kindersley, V.C. (which seems not 
to have been fully comprehended), was that, inasmuch 
26 the plaintiff had stated that legal proceedings would 
be taken unless the nuisance were removed, he had as it 
were fixed his own time for the commencement of the 
year of interruption, and that if after such a communi- 
cation the plaintiff had allowed the year to pass away 
Without executing his threat, his complaint or objection 


must be taken to have been without any bond fide in- 
tention of resistance—a conclusion of fact which a jury 
would be very likely to draw in the like case. 








Rebhtews. 


CONSTITUTIONAL HISTORY. 


A Manvat or Constitutional History, Founpep on THE 
Works or Hatiam, Creasy, May, anp Broom, ConTarn- 
ING THE FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES AND THE LEADING 
Cases 1n ConstituTionaL Law. By Forrest Fvtron, 
LL.B., B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Butterworths. 


Enetisn ConstirctionaL History: a T'ext-Book ror 
Srupents anp OrHers. By Tuomas P. TasweEti-Lane- 
MEAD, B.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes, 


We hope we may take the multiplication of text- books 
on constitutional history as a sign of largely-extended 
interest in the subject. Time was when the student was 
confined to his Hallam ; now he may select at will 
among three or four works all professing to combine 
with the substance of that writer the suggestions of later 
authors. The books before us are both founded upon 
Hallam, and the writers of both have transplanted, with 
honest acknowledgment, a good deal of Hallam’s text. 
They are both intended primarily for educational pur- 
poses, but they seem to aim at rather different classes of 
students. Mr. Fulton, we think, has had chiefly in his 
mind the wants of the higher forms in schools, although 
he states in his preface that he has had in view also the 
wants of law students. His book may, perhaps, be 
useful to the latter in the early stages of their career, 
but is hardly full enough to be adopted by them as a 





text-book. So far as it goes, however, it is not without 


| merit. The former part is written with care and clear- 
sin any degree inconsistent with the decision; all he said | 


ness, and it is not until we reach a comparatively 
late period that we find occasional marks of haste, such 
as the omission, in the account of the Shipmoney case on 
pp. 174—176, to state the decision of the court. It ap- 
pears among the summary of the reforms introduced by 
the Long Parliament that the judgment against Hamp- 
den was annulled, from which the wainstructed reader 
may surmise the result of the case previously referred 
to; but surely some statement should have been given 
of the judgments, and especially of the reasons in that 
delivered by Crooke. And we find no mention of Jenkes’s 
case in the account of the Habeas Corpus Act on pp. 
202—204. We must say, too, that Mr. Fulton indicates 
occasionally a political bias rather out of place in a 
text-book. He ends his preface with a diatribe about 
“‘unpriucipled demagogues” and “ political adven- 
turers,” and in treating of the claim of the Long Par- 
liament to the command of the militia he says “that 
either or both Houses of Parliament, who possess no 
portion of executive authority, could take on themselves 
one of its most peculiar and important functions was so 
preposterous that we can scarcely give credit to the 
sincerity of any reasonable person who advanced it.” 
Yet, of the measure in which this claim was asserted, 
Clarendon says (2 Hist. 180) that “ there were very few 
who did not believe it to be a very necessary provision 
for the peace and safety of the kingdom.” Notwith- 
standing these defects, however, we think Mr. Fulton's a 
fairly good elementary manual, 

Mr. Taswell-Langmead’s is a much more elaborate 
work, and is intended to furnish a guide to the law 
, student, He. follows the chronological arrangement 
| more strictly than Mr. Fulton; but here and there treats 
| of asubject continanously. He has availed himself largely 
! of Hallam and Sir Erskine May, and by judiciously com- 
| bining the pith of those authors with that of other 
| authorities, has, in our opinion, produced a text-book of 
no small value, accurate, full, yet not unwieldy, and 
calculated to smooth very considerably the path of the 
student. The execution seems to be even and care ful 
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throughout, and though the book does not profess to be 
more than a compilation, it is compiled from a wide 
range of authorities, and is written in so easy a style as 
to be likely to attract the general reader. 








THE FRENCH MINISTER OF JUSTICE. 


A wriTER in the Scottish Journal of Jurisprudence gives 
the following account of M. Dufaure’s career :— 

Among the many distinguished men who have rendered 
the bar of Paris celebrated throughout the whole world, 
few have been more prominent or more deservedly eminent 
than M. Dufaure. At the present moment his name is 
fawiliar to all readers as the recently appvinted Minister 
of Justice in the Ministry formed by M. Buffet. Comment- 
ing on his appointment, and on the manly circular he has 
just issued as minister, the Journal des Debuts of the 5th 
of April last, refers to him as ‘a man whe, before becom- 
ing Minister of Justice, was so long the honour and glory 
of the bar.” It will be interesting therefore to Scotch 
lawyers to bave a short sketch of the career of this dis- 
tinguished member of the French bar, and we are able to 
do so from having before us a work, entitled, “ Le 
Barreau de Paris, par Maurice Joly,” published in Paris 
in 1863, and which consists of a series of excellent 
“Etudes politiques et littéraires” that had appeared in 
Several Parisian newspapers, and had been so well 
received as to induce the author to present them again to 
the public in the work just mentioned. 

M. Dufaure commenced his life as a barrister by joining 
the bar of Bordeaux after completing his studies at Paris. 
He was then twenty-two years of age, and his remarkable 
success may be gathered from the fact that after the lapse 
of only ten years he was unanimously elected by his fellow- 
barristers to the post of “‘batonnier”’ or president of the 
provincial bar which he had joined. In France especially, 
Political is sure to follow forensic distinction, and the 
electors of his arrondissement of Saintes had no hesitation 
in returning M, Dufaure to represent them in the Chamber 
of Deputies in 1834. M. Dafaure had anticipated his 
fature sphere of usefulness and celebrity, and immediately 
upon his election as deputy gave up his practice at 
Bordeaux, and devoted himself exclusively to his parlia- 
mentary duties. Gradually he won for himself a high 
place as a practieal, thoughtful, and powerful speaker. 
Gifted naturally with eloquence, he combined with its 
charms great sagacity and common sense. Undaunted by 
difficulties, he applied himself energetically to every ques- 
tion he took up, and by labour as much as by genius 
made himself master of all its details. 

Especially in measures of a legal kind, although his at- 
tention was by no means confined to these, his activity and 
usefulness were as remarkable as they were valuable. 
Bills relating to the courts ‘‘de premitre instance,” to 
patents, to secondary instruction, to the construction of 
canals, to bankruptcy, to appropriations of estates, ‘‘ pour 
cause d'utilité publique,” and to railways, received from 
him the most earnest attention, as well as some of their 
finishing touches and best provisions. To sach an extent 
did some of his fellow-countrymen feel themselves and 
their country indebted to him for ‘‘la grandeur de ses 
services,” that they presented to him a medal struck in 
his honour, a proof of the distinguished part which, even 
at this early period in his career, M. Dufaure played as a 
deputy and legislator. This eminent position marked him 
out for office; and between 1834, when he entered the 
Chamber, and 1848, when the Revolution occurred that 
drove Louis-Philippe from the throne, M. Dafaure 
Ocoupied various official posts. He was Councillor of 
State under the Thiers Ministry of the 22nd of February, 
Minister of Public Works after the émeute of the 12th of 
May, and on two occasions Vice-President of the Chamber. 

Not merely as a practical man of business, but alao as 
an orator, M. Dufaure had distinguished himself even in 
the palmy days of French parliamentary eloquence, when 
Manguiv, Odillon-Barrot, Thiers, Guirot, and others 
swayed discussions in the Chamber of Deputies. M. 
Dafaure’s manner of speaking is that attributed to 
Demosthenes—quiet, concise, and rapid, never losing 
sight of the question, but with deft reasening and 





brilliant figures adding always more and more strength 
and persuasion to his argument. His mind is of that high 

order which penetrates things at a glance, whilst his power 
of speech enables him to set the question at issue clearly 
and precisely before his hearers. He is not only a great 
speaker, he is alsoa ready debater. With an imperturb- 
able aplomb he attacks his opponents’ position, and with 

vivacity and fire follows up the attack immediately. 
Like the late M. Guizot, he ses that great gift, & 
power of ready reply ; and let us add, to his honour, that 
with all his abilities and successes, he has ever taken care, 
whilst surrounding himself with friends, to give no cause 
to any to become his enemies. His personal amiability, 

his irreproachable character, above all his love of trath, 
have combined to render him at once one of the most 

popular and respected men in France. 

Although indebted to M. Thiers for his first official posi- 
tion in the Chamber, he never allowed his individuality to 
disappear or his independence to be lost sight of. On more 
than one occasion he differed from his chief, and sta‘ed his 
opinion in the Chamber accordingly. Three men, nick- 
named the triumvirs, ruled the French political arena at 
this time—Thiers, Guizot, and Odilloa-Barrot. M. Dufaure, 
unlike most deputies, maintsined an independent position 
in the Chamber, and a few of the “ independent members * 
gathered round him, and regarded him as their chief; and, 
but for the Revolution of 1848, it is quite possible that he 
might ere long have been called upon to form a Ministry of 
hisown. Between 184% and 1850, he was twice appoiated 
Minister of the Interior, first by M. Cavaignac, and after- 
wards by Louis Napoleon after his election as president. 
This was the last favour which he received at the hands of 
the Bonapartes, for he had not held office long when he was 
dismissed with his colleagues, and during the second empire 
his name as a politician was almost unknown. He betook 
himself to the law courts he had degerted for twenty years, 
but instead of returning to Bordeaux he devoted his great 
ability and knowledge to the grand forensic arena of Paris. 
There the success he had achieved as a legislator followed 
bim as a pleader and jurist. He was intrusted with cases of 
the greatest intricacy, difficulty, and importance, and soon. 
rose to the highest level among his brethren of the bar. 
Cases such as those of Pescatore, Michel, the Duc d'Aumale, 
M. de Montalembert, and the Marquis of Flers, rendered 
his name and abilities famous throughout the world. At 
the bar, as formerly in the Chamber of Deputies, M. 
Dufaure distingnished himself by the ease and precision. 
with which he handled and adduced the facts of tha cases 
in which he was engaged, dealing ably with dates, figures,. 
and the most intricate details, and drawing an unbroken 
thread of argument from an apparent chaos of materials. 

At the same time he cannot be regarded as a perfect 
orator. His style is frequently dry, his voice is monotonous, 
and his accent is nasal. Unlike most Frenchmen, he is 
not in the habit of gesticulating violently when animated, 
but preserves an outward calm however much he may be 
inwardly agitated. His appearance, too, is by no means 
striking ; on the contrary, it is that of a farmer or country- 
man, aud his quiet, honest features and lazy gait in no 
way proclaim the once energetic legislator, the greatest 
pleader at the bar, and now the Minister of Justice of 
France. Honest and simple alike of heart and ia 
appearance, M. Dufaure has, unlike foreigners in general, 
accepted no cross and no order, ‘‘ Sabontonniére étincelle par 
Vabsence de toute décoration.” 

Such is a brief sketch of the distinguished man who is 
now at the head of one of the most important departments. 
of the French Government. As to his politics, he was at 
one time believed to have Orleanist prooclivities; he. 
certainly never supported the Bonapartes. Now, however, 
in the circular which he issued as Minister of Justice on 
the 30th of March, he seems to have decidedly joined the 
Republican ranks. ‘‘The National Assembly,”” he says, 
‘in the exeroiae of its constituent power, has established in 
France the Republican Government.” It is fortunate for 
France to have so experienced a statesman, so eminent a 
juriat, and so honest a man as Minister of Justice at this 
important crisis ia her eventfal history. 
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Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Baron Huddlesion, and Wr, 
Justice Lindley have received the honour of knighthood. 
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Putes. 


A corREspoNDENT of the Times describes a visit he re- 
cently paid to the judicial tribunals of Damascus :—“ ‘ Tous 
se vendent ici,’ said my companion, as we entered the Court 
of First Instance. Tbe court was composed of a president, 
vice-president, three Moslem judges, two Christians, and 
a Jew. They sat round a green baize table, and were 
dressed in black robes and white turbans. The room was 
panelled in dark wood, covered with ancient arabesques 
like a Persian carpet, and above the panels ran golden 
scrolls from the Koran which extolled the beauty of even- 
handed justice. As the salaries of judges in Damascus 
are only a few pounds a month, and they only hold office 
for a limited time, it is not tobe wondered at if these 
golden scrolis are something of a mockery. Great con- 
fusion reigned in court, as litigants and publicall crowded 
around the judicial table. But in a few moments I was 
used to the hubbub, and [ found that the following affairs 
were all going on at the same time :—Firstly, an eye- 
Witness was giving his account of the attempt on the life 
of the English Consul, which affair had been allowed to 
stand over in a most disgraceful manner. Nobody listened 
to the witness save the clerk who took down his words. 
Secondly, a shopkeeper was maintaining his right to the 
inheritance of his deceased brother. He told his story to 
the president, who only half listened, as he was occupied 
with staring at me and my tall European hat. Thirdly, a 
visitor was claiming a debt from his sheik or village chief. 
They both spoke at once, and addressed the vice-president, 
who was somewhat confused, as witnesses threw in ex- 
planatory remarks. A fourth litigant had got hold of 
another judge’s robe, and with much gesticulation ex- 
pounded an entirely different affair, Then a little strife 
arose as the sheik tried to whisper to the president, and 
his opponent eaught hold of his coat to pull him back. 
Proceedings were for a moment suspended, and quiet was 
obtained, as a clerk brought in a written judgment for the 
president to deliver. Though it was in a canse heard be- 
fore himself, the president could not understand the jadg- 
ment, and the clerk had to enter into a long explanation 
as to what the affair was about. So all the Babel began 
again, with the additiun of a fifth litigant, a shrill-voiced 
woman, who demanded her pledges back from a money- 
lender. Nothing was decided on any claim. Hach was 
sent away on some pretext. My companion explained this 
by saying that they had none of them paid enough for a 
final judgment.” 





Tue soricrtor to the Trade Mark Protection Society has 
done good service in calling attention to the recent German 
law respecting trade marks, which came into force on the 
1st. inst. “ By this law,” he says, ‘all foreigners claiming 
the protection awarded by it for their trade marks in the 
German empire can have them registered at the Com. 
mercial Court of Leipsic, having made a declaration that 
they aecept the jurisdiction of the court with regard to the 
adjudication of all claims arising from their application in 
the matter. It should aiso be observed that priority of 
registration confers a prior right, and, moreover, that 
trade marks which have been heretofore in use retain a 
priority of claim if a notice to that effect is made in the 
registry before the let of October next. There appears to 
be some doubt with regard to the conditions of registration, 
namely, that German trade marks should enjoy similar 
protection in Great Britain, and that the special mark for 
which registration is sought should be entitled to registra- 
tion in its own country, and that the protection of German 
marks can be evoked for it only when proof of this is given, 
limiting such right of protection as to length of time and 
extent to the same time and degree as it may happen to be 
limited in Great Britein with regard to English marks,” 





Tue Canada Law Journal mentions « case of Roy vy. Turn- 
bull, 28 to which application was lately made for a 
ertivrari to remove from 4 division court. The suppliant 
complained that a certain deputy judge, not a hundred miles 
from the head of Lake Ontario, had failed, after three 
several attempts, to do justice between the parties. The 





case would seem to have been tried three times before the 
judge, and with a varying result each time. Doubtless, 
says our contemporary, the judge looked upon himself as a 
jury, and, of course, three different juries, and telt that it 
was bis privilege, being three successive juries as aforesaid, 
to alter his mind ani arrive at three different results, 
Whether, in.truth, the evidence varied on each occasion 
whereby a different conclusion was properly acrived at, did 
not appear. ‘he learned judge to whom the application for 
a certiorari was made ordered the case to stand over until 
the judge below was heard from, remarking, however, that 
the mere fact of a division court judge not always promul- 
gating good law was no ground for removing a cause from 
his jurisdiction, and that an appeal from his decision could 
not be had by a side wind. One cannot, feelingly remarks 
the Canadian journal, always expect to get good law in 
division courts, 





Tur Cuancery Cause List for Trinity Term, printed 
elsewhere, shows 4 appeal motions and 9 appeals, 126 
causes before the Master of the Rolls, 94 before Malins, 
V.C., 38 before Bacon, V.C., and 70 before Hall, V.C. 





WE MAY RECALL to our readers’ recollection the annual 
festival of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association on Tues- 
day next, which is to be presided over by the Lord Mayor. 








Sucieties. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on Wednesday, the 
subject for the evening’s debate being :—That the principle 
involved in clause 3 of the Legal Practitioners Biil which 
would render the preparation by persons (other than qualified 
practitioners) of certain legal instruments for or in expecta- 
tion of any fee or reward illegal, is opposed to the interests 
of the public. The motion was lost oy a majority of 16. 





MANCHESTER INCORPORATED LAW 
ASSOCIATION. 


The following petition’ was presented by Sir Thomas 
Bazley, Bart., M.P., on the 10ch inst.:— 


To the Honourable the Commons of Great Britain and 

Treland, in Parliament assembled. 

The Humble Petition of the Manchester Incorporated 

Law Association 

Sheweth,—1. That a Bill has heen introduced into your 
Honourable House intituled “ A Bill to Amend the Lands 
Clauses Consolidation Acts.” 

2. That the effect of such Bill, if passed, would be to 
deprive the owners of property exceeding in value £50 of 
the option which they now possess of having the amount of 
the compensation payable to them settled by a jury; and 
would practically put it in the power of the promoters to 
insist upon the question being decided by an umpire ap- 
pointed by the Board of Trade. 

2, That in your petitioners’ judgment and experience 
the decisions of umpires sent Gown to Manchester by the 
Board of Trade to decide questions relating to property 
there have not, as a rule, been satisfactory, and that where 
a local umpire cannot be agreed upon, claimants would 
usually prefer the verdict of a jury, 

4, Your petitioners humbly submit that a claimant ought 
not to be deprived of his choice of tribunals, and that the 
claimant’s right under the “Lands Clauses Consolidation 
Act, 1845,"' to have bis compensation fixed either by jury or 
by arbitration as provided in that Act, ought not to be re- 
pealed or disturbed. 

6. That by the 18th section of the said Bill it is sought to 
deprive the claimant or owner of property of the power, 
which he now possesses by virtue of section 92 of the “ Lands 
Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845,’’ of preventing the pro- 
moters from taking part only of a house, building, or manure 
factory. Your petitioners respectfully submit that a prop- 
erty owner ought not to be deprived of this right, In your 
petitioners’ judgment the proposed enactment on this point 
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-would, in many cases, and in manufacturing districts 
especially, work great injury and injustice. 

6. Your petitioners farther submit that the other altera- 
tions in the law proposed by the said Bill are uncalled for 
and in maxy respects objectionabl 

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray your Honourable 
House not to permit the said Bill or any part thereof to be- 
come law. 

And your petitioners will ever pray, &c. 

S. Unwin, Honorary Secretary. 








LIVERPOOL LAW SOCIETY. 


On Tuesday last a deputation from the Liverpool Law 
Society waited upon the Home Secretary, at the residence 
of Mr. G. W. Moss, Aigburth, for the purpose of laying 
before the right hon, gentleman their views with regard to 
the Judicature Bill. The deputation consisted of Messrs. 
‘Garnett, Gill, Lowndes, Stone, and Kenyon ; and they were 
accompanied by Messrs. Muspratt, Prange, Barkeley, Smith, 
and W. Blood (representing the Chamber of Commerce). 

Mr. Garnett, addressing theHome Secretary, said that 
in the Judicature Bill the vested rights of the County 
Palatine of Lancaster were entirely ignored. By a repre- 
sentation to the Lord Chancellor they had succeeded in 
obtaining some modifications of the original proposition, 
but there still remained several clauses which were objec- 
tionable, as they curtailed the facilities which existed for 
conducting legal business in the County Palatine. Much as 
they valued the advantages that would be conferred by the 
new Bill, they would prefer to forego those advantages and 
retain what they had at present. The Chamber cf Commerce 
of Liverpool and the law societies of the county were en- 
tirelyin accord with the Liverpool Law Society on the 
question. 

Mr. Gru (at the request of the Home Secretary) ex- 
plained that they y AF the retention of the Court of Com- 
mon Pleas of the county and of its district registrars. 
These the Judicature Bill proposed to abolish. 

Mr. Musprarrt said that the Liverpool Chamber of Com- 
merce entirely coneurred in the views of the Law Society. 
As suitors, commercial men had a great interest in the 
matter, for they required speedy and cheap justice The 
abolition of the locai court would add greatly to the cost of 
litigation. 

A printed document, setting forth the views of the depu- 
tation, was handed to Mr. Cross, who promised that it 
should be i san to the Lord Chancellor. He added 
that he could do no more than that, as the Bill was in a 
very advanced stage; but he expressed his sympathy with 
the views of the deputation. 

Mr. Garnetr thanked the right hon. gentleman for his 
courtesy, and the deputation retired. 








Obituarp. 


MR. JOHN PONTIFEX. 


Mr. John Pontifex, one of the oldest practising solicitors 
‘in the City of London, died at his residence at Croom’s-hill, 
Greenwich, on the 7th inst., at the age of seventy-nine, after 
only three days’ illness. Mr. Pontifex was born in the 
parish of St. Andrew's, Holborn, in 1796, his father being 
a Common Councilman for the ward of Farringdon Without. 
He was articled to the late Mr. John Jopson, of Castle-street, 
Holborn, and was admitted a solicitor in 1817. He first 
practised in Dyer’s-buildings, next in St. Andrew’s-court, 
and since the carrying out of the Holborn Valley Improve- 
ments he occupied a new house in St. Andrew's-street, 
Holborn-circus. In 1823 he was elected a member of the 
select vestry of St. Andrew’s, Holborn, and a trustee of the 
Thavies’ Estate, but resigned the former post in 1830 on 
succeeding Mr. Jopson as vestry clerk and precinct clerk 
of St. Andrew's, which offices he retained until his death, 
Heo was also for some timo vestry clerk of Mitcham parish, 
In 1838 he became clerk to the Armourers and Braziers’ 
Company, and on his resignation of that appointment a few 
years he was elected a member of the Court of Assis- 
tants of that body. On the formation of the West London 
Union, Mr. Pontifex was appointed clerk to the guardians, 
and held the office (together with that of superintendent 





registrar) till the union was amalgamated with that of the 
City of London, when he retirod, receiving a compensation 
on a scale fixed by the Local Government Board. He had 
also been for thirty-five years ward clerk of Farringdoa 
Withont. Mr. Pontifex was for sometime in partnership 
with the late Mr. Nathaniel Cranch Maguire (who was solici- 
tor to the parish of St. Sepulchre’s), afterwards with Mr. 
Thomas West, and more recently with his son, Mr. Marshall 
Pontifex, who was admitted a solicitor in 1856, and became 
clerk to the Armourers and Braziers’ Company on his 
father’s resignation. Another son, Mr. Charles Pontifex, was 
called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1854, 
and is now one of the judges of the High Ccurt at Calcutta. 
Mr. Pontifex was a man of literary tastes, and had published 
a translation of Juvenal, and also a book of Devotional 
Poems. He was buried on Saturday last (15th) in a family 
vault at Godalming, Surrey. 








Appointurents, Ete. 


Mr. Ernest Baccattay, barrister, has been appointed 
Secretary to the Royal Commission for Inquiring into 
the Existence of Corrupt Practices in the Borough of 
Boston. Mr. Baggallay is the son of Sir Richard 
Baggallay, Q.C., M.P., Attorney-General, and was edu- 
cated at Marlborough School and Caius College, Cam- 
bridge, where he graduated as B.A. in 1872. He was 
called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1873, 
and practises on the Home Circuit and Sarrey Sessions. 


Mr. Leonarp Drace Browns, solicitor, of Brynmawr 
and Abergavenny, has been elected Clerk to the newly- 
formed School Board at Llangattock-juxta-Usk. 


Mr. Witttam THowas Hartcup, solicitor (of the firm of 
Hartcup & Sons), cf Bungay, has been appointed Clerk to 
the Bungay School Board. 


Mr. Epwarp Lawrence, solicitor and notary, of New- 
port, Monmouthshire, has been appointed Clerk to the 
Commissioners of Taxes for the Christchurch Division of the 
County, in the place of Mr. Frederick John Hall, resigned. 
Mr. Lawrence was admitted a solicitor in 1869, and is 
clerk to the Llanvrechva and Llantarnam School Boards. 


Mr. Aiveas JoHN Mactyrrre, Q.C., has been appointed 
Chief Commissioner to [nquire into the Existenceof Corrupt 
Practices ix the Borough of Boston. Mr. Maciatyre was 
called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas 
Term, 1846, and belongs to the North Wales Circuit. He 
became a Queen’s Coansel in 1872, and is a bencher of the 
Middle Temple. 


Mr. Joserx Cuarrey Moors, solicitor, has been appointed 
a Magistrate for the Borough of Yeovil. He was admitted 
a solicitor in 1856, and is in partnership with his brother, 
Mr. Thomas Moore. Mr. J.C. Moore is chairman of the 
Yeovil School Board, an alderman of the borough, and has 
been three times elected mayor. 


Mr. Mark SHarmay, solicitor (of the firm of Sharman 
& Smail), of Bedford, has been appointed Clerk to the 
Wootton (Beds) School Board. 

Mr. Wynpram Stank, barrister, has been appointed a 
Commissioner for Inquiring into the Existence of 
Practices in the Borough of Boston, Mr. Slade is the son 
of General Sir John Slade, Bart., G.C.H., and a half. 
brother of the late Sir Frederick William Slade, Q.C. He 
was educated at Eton, and at Balliol College, Oxford ; and 
was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas 
Term, 1850. He practises on the Western Circuit and 
Wiltshire Sessions. Hoe is a revising barrister, and is one 
of the prosecuting counsel for the Post-office. In 1859 he 
was a commissioner for inquiring into the existence of 
corrupt practices at Waketield, and in 1866 he was chair 
man of the commission for the inquiry at Great Yarmouthe 

Mr. Dovetas Srratent, barrister, has been ap- 
pointed a Commissioner! to Inquire into the Existence of 
Corrupt Practices in the Borough of Boston. Mr, Straight 
is the son of the late Mr. Robert Marshall Straighs, 
barrister, deputy olerk of assize of the Home 
Cireuit, and olerk of arraignus at the Central Criminal 
Court. He was born in 184, educated at Harrow, and 
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called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas 
Term, 1865. He is a member of the Home Circuit, 
practising also at the Central Criminal Court and Surrey 
Sessions. From 1870 to 1874 he was M.P. for Shrewsbury 
in the Conservative interest, 


Mr. Frepericx Joun SNELL, solicitor, of Dunmow, has 
been appointed Clerk to the White Roothing School 
Board. Mr. Snell was admitted in 1865, and is also 
superivtendent registrar and clerk tothe Guardians of 
the Dunmow Union, clerk to the Danmow Board of 
Guardians and Highway Board, and to the Barofield 
Highway Board. 





New Commissioners ror TAKING AFFIDAVITS. 


Mr. Joun ALExanDeR SHEPARD, Tredegar and Brynmawr 
(Queen’s Bench and Common Pleas). 


Mr. Hazry Wy es, Bristol and Clifton (Queen’s Bench). 





Courts. 


COUNTY COURTS. 
MANCHESTER. 
(Before J. A. Russzetx, Esq., Q.C., Judge.) 
May 6.—Moss v. Riviére. 

In this case Tom. Moss, of 138, London-road, music seller, 
claimed from the defendant, Jules Riviére, conductor of the 
recent promenade concerts at the Prince’s Theatre, Man- 
chester, the sum of £12 for an alleged breach of contract. 

Gouldthorp, appeared for the plaintiff. 

Heywood, for the defendant. 

Gouldthorp said M. Riviére last year gave a series of con- 
certs at the Prince’s Theatre, and this year they were 
repeated. The plaintiff was engaged last year by M. Riviére 
to play the euphonium at the concerts, and he did so durin 
the series; and in February of the present year he recei 
from the defendant a note offering him an engagement to 
play the same instrument, at a weekly salary of £4, for 
twenty-two nights, commencing on the 24th of March, ‘‘on 
condition that you attend yourself regularly.” The plaintiff 
replied, accepting the engagement, and on the 24th of March, 
and also on the three following nights, he attended at the 
theatre. At the end of the week he was paid by the defendant 
the fall amount that was due to him for the four nights. On 
the following Monday, however, he did not attend rehearsal, 
but at night he presented himself at the theatre and was 

io take his part as he had done on previous nights, 
He came about ten minutes before the time at which the 
concert was to commence, when he was told by a servant of 
the defendant that he could not be admitted, and that his 
services were no longer required, and a reason for this was 
given that he had not attended rehearsal. The plaintiff was 
mauch astonished, and consulted Mr. Hall, a solicitor, who 
on the 3rd of April wrote a letter to the defendant, who re- 
plied to the effect that the plaintiff had not fulfilled his en- 
gagement, that in consequence he had been compelled to en- 
another euphonium player from London, and that at 
present he declined to pay the plaintiff anything. Other 
eorrespondence took place, but no arrangement was arrived 
at, and the plaintiff was unable to obtain another engage- 
ment during the remainder of the twentv-two nights. 

The plaintiff was called, and gave evidence supporting the 
statement of the learned counsel, 

In cross-examination he said he was not aware that 
it was the rule at the theatre that if a performer ab- 
sented himself from rehearsal, he was liable to lose his en- 
gagement. Witness did not remember M. Riviere addressing 
the band at the first rehearsal, but he recollected his saying 
that if the members of the orchestra were punctual and reg- 
ular he would make the work of rehearsal as light as 
possible after the first week. He (witness) did not object to 


rehearsals. 

Gouldthorp said, according to the terms of the agree- 
ment between the parties, the plaintiff was not com to 
attend any rehearsal whatever. 

His Hoxovz.—I think he was. I hold that the meaning 
of the contract is that if, as is suggested, notice was given 
that certain rehearsals were to be attended, the plaintiff 
was bound to attend them or forfeit his engagement. 





Gouldthorp said he had a number of witnesses present,. 
all men of standing in the musical profession, who would 
state to the court what the custom was. 

His Honour said that custom was of no moment in the 
present case. He should hold that unless it could be shown 
that no performer was expected to attend rehearsal unless 
it was a stipulation in the contract, the plaintiff was bound: 
to attend them whenever called upon. 

In further cross-examination the plaintiff admitted that 
on the day on which he absented himself from rehearsal 
he was at Halifax engaged in a band contest with a band 
which he was teaching. 

Gouldthorp said that after the opinion expressed by his 
honour he should call no more witnesses, but the question 
now arosé whether there was such a breach of contract on 
the part of the plaintiff as compelled him to lose the 
whole of the £12. 

Hie Honour said he thought there was certainly. 

Gouldthorp.—But here is the plaintiff dismissed without. 
@ single word of warning. 

His Honour (without calling upon the defendant) said 
he should decide against the plaintiff in this case on two 
grounds. He thought, as he had already said, that the- 
terms of the written engagement were quite large enough 
to admit of its construction in the way he had put it; but, 
independently altogether of that, there was nothing incon- 
sistent in the agreement with the obligation to attend 


rehearsals. That being so, he should hold that the- 


plaintiff was required to attend rehearsals ; and he having 
been informed that after the Saturday there would be 
three rehearsals during each week, and having made no- 
objection to that, stayed away on the Monday in order to 
fulfil another engagement. This was an act of wilful 
disobedience, because the obligation of attending rehearsals: 
was 3 lawful command of his master, M. Riviére, which 
he was bound to obey. In this case the plaintiff had 
@ specific notice that be was to attend the rehearsal, but 
he chose to accept another engagement, which disabled 
him from so doing. There would be a verdict for the 
defendant. 

Gouldthorp.—I hope you will give us leave to appeal. 
It is a matter of great interest to the musical profession,, 
who are up in arms about it. 

His Honovr.—As far as I am concerned the question is. 
settled. 

Gouldthorp.—Then you won't give us leave to appeal. 

His Honovur.—No.—Manchester Guardian. 





Parliament and Leqislation. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
May 14. —Peace Preservation (IRELAND) Brix. 
This Bill passed through committee, and the standing 
orders having been suspended, it was reported, and then. 
read a third time and passed. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
May 20.—METALLIFERous Mines. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
Enpowep Scnoons Act (1868) ContINuANcEs. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Justices (Dustin). 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Expiosive Svupsrances. 
The Lords’ amendments on this Bill were considered an® 
agreed to. 
Post-OFFICE. 
Mr. W. H. Smita brought in a Bill to farther regulate 
the duties on postage, and otherwise to amend the law re- 
lating to the Post-office. 





On Thursday Lord Mackenzie, senior Lord Ordinary in 
the Court of Session in Lemp died * North yomes 
A short time ago his lordship obtained leave of absence 
from duty on account of ill-health. He had discharged 
his duties till near the end of the winter session. 
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Leqal LEtens. 


The Town Council of Portsmouth has rejected (by a 
majority of 33 to 13) a motion for the appointment of a 
stipendiary magistrate for the borough. 

It is stated that Mr. Justice Lindley has appointed Mr. 
Lovell, the chamber clerk of the late Mr. Baron Pigott, to 
be his clerk. 

Miss Carrie S. Barnham, of Philadelphia, says the 
Albany Law Journal, in December last applied for 
admission to the bar of the Pennsylvania courts, but the 
board of legal examiners declined to examine her on the 
ground that there was no precedent in that State for the 
admission of a woman to practise at the bar. Miss 
Barnham then petitioned the Court of Common Pleas for 
an order requiring the board of examiners to show cause 
why they should not examine her as other students of law 
are examined. The petition alleged that the action of the 
board prevented her from earning her livelihood in her 
chosen profession, and that in this way she was denied 
one of the most vital privileges belonging to a citizen of 
the United States; and that she was prevented from 
“ enjoying and defending life and liberty, from acquiring, 
possessing, and protecting propertyand reputation,and from 
pursuing her own happiness,” which, in the new constit ation 
of Pennsylvania, are declared “ inherent and inalienable 
rights.” The petition was denied. Miss Burnham has 
also brought a suit against the board of examiners for 
200,000 dols. damages. 


The Paris Tribunal of Commerce, says the Paris corre- 
spondent of the Economist, has just given judgment in a suit 
of some interest to firms importing or exporting goods from 
orto France. In August, 1871, MM. Breton & Co., trans- 
port agents, delivered to the Western Railway Company 
nine cases of paper-hangings, received from MM. Sault & 
Co., to be forwarded to Messrs. Harrison & Co., in London, 
under the international tariff of through rates. The cases 
were a long time on their way, and tho consignees deducted 
from the invoice a sum for compensation for the delay. 
MM. Sault & Co. sued the transport agents for damages, and 
MM. Breton &.Co., on their side, brought the railway com- 
pany into the action to cover their liability. The case 
coming on for hearing, the Western Railway Company 
pleaded the incompetency of the French tribunal on the 
ground that an article of the international tariff declared 
that all claims for loss or damage should be decided by the 
fae of the place of destination. If this plea had 

m admitted, it would have involved the anomaly of 
English judges being called on to decide on a contract 
miade in France between Frenchmen ; and vice verad, The 
tribunal, however, considering that the delay had oecurred 
on the Western line, before the intervention or co-operation 
of the English element, and that all the parties to the suit 
were French, set aside the exception of incompetency, and 
eondemned MM. Breton & Co. to pay 1,000f. damages to 
Sault & Co., and the Western Railway Company to indem- 
nify the carriers for all the damages and costs. 


On Tuesday Mr. Foulkes, the newly-appointed judge of the 
county courts in Circuit No. 7, took his seat for the first time 
at the Birkenhead court. There was a large gathering of 
the members of the legal profession. On his honour taking 
his seat, Mr. James, barrister, expressed the sincere and 
heartfelt good wishes of the profession on his being appointed 
to preside over that court. No doubt his honour would find 
that the duties of his office were by no means light or easy; 
and he (Mr. James) remembered his late lamented prede. 
cessor once remarking that in the number of plaints issued 
the work of the circuit was second to none in the kingdom. 
In these days it seemed very hard to say where the functions 
of county court judges were to end, so multifarious were the 
duties which were sought to be — upon them by the 

He might say, on f of the bar, that in 
the discharge of his duties he would always receive from the 
legal profession that co-operation and assistance which he 
was sure his honour had always shown to others while him- 
self a member of the bar. Mr. R. B. Moore, on the part of 
the local practitioners, said he entirely concurred in what 
Mr, James had said, and to offer his honour their 
sincerest congratulations. His honour, in reply, said— 
Gentlemen, this kiad welcome which you have given me is 





a source of great gratification to me. The duties of the: 
office I hold are of a very arduous nature, and it is certainly 
a very great encouragement to me in the performance of 
those duties to receive at the outset the kind wishes which 
you have been good enough to express. As you have said, 
there seems to be no limit placed to the duties which county 
court judges are called upon to discharge. Already there 
are Bills before Parliament which may extend our duties in- 
definitely. Whatever these may be, however, I am sure I 
shall receive in my endeavour to dischargs them the support 
and assistance of the learned gentlemen of the profession to 
which you belong, and I trust I shall continue to do so 
while I have the honour of presiding in this court. I feel 
much honoured at being called to succeed our friend Mr. 
Harden, who, I am weil aware, enjoyed and deserved both 
the confidence and affection of all who came before him. It 
will be my desire to secure, and I shall be happy if I suc-- 
ceed in securing, even a small share of that public esteem... 
which he so largely and so long enjoyed. 





Law Students’ Sournal. 


NOTICES OF ADMISSION, TRINITY TERM. 


List oF GENTLEMEN APPLYING TO BE ADMITTED AS 
ATTORNEYS, AND FOR Re-ApMISSION; AND Takine Out’ 
AND RENEWAL OF CERTIFICATES. 

Allbutt, Alfred Henry—Articled to Spencer Yarker 
Goulé, Birmingham; John Jelf, Birmingham. 

Anderson, Jno. Rich. Mason—Uharles Edward Lacey, 9, 
King’s Bench-walk; Edward H. Bedford, 9, King’s 
Bench-walk. 

Anwyl, Robert Charles—Linklater, Heekwood, & Co., 7, 
Walbrook. 

Ashwell, John—Henry Thurnall, Roya n, Herts. 

Astley, Robert (articled under the nam of Robert Hills)— 
Charles Frederic Philips, Carey-stre . 

Aylesbury, Harry—John Tizard, Weym ath; Henry Tizard 
George, Weymouth. 

Ayrton, Herbert Alsager—John Thon.as Belk, Middles- 
brough-on-Tees. 

Ball, George Shorland—Michael Potter, Manchester. 

Barns, Amos—Jas. C. Townsend, Swindon. 

Bartlett, Edward Henry—aAlfred D. Bartlett, Abingdon. 

Batley, George Lewis—Joseph Batley, Huddersfield. 

Batty, Robt. Eaton Cordeux—William Radcliffe, Liverpool... 

Boddington, William Slater—William Slater, the younger, 
Manchester. 

Borrow, Herbert Edward—Robert Sadler Freame, Gill- 


ingham. 

Boycott, Richd. Hinkesman—Thomas Maynard How,,. 
Shrewsbary. 

Brayshay, Wm.—Geo. Metcalfe Watson, Stockton-on-Tees. 

Bretherton, Fredk. Hawkins—Jas. Bretherton, Gloucester.. 

Bright, Arthur—Arthur Parsons, Nottingham; Joseph 
Bright, the yr., Nottingham. 

Brindle, John Thomas—John Turner, Preston. 

Brookes, Charles—Thomas Herbert Watson, Lutterworth, 
Leicestershire. 

Bruxner, Heary Robert—Wm. Phelps, 14, Red Lion-square. 

Buckle, John William—Edward Vergette, Peterborough. 

Bucknill, Samuel P. B.—Gerard C. Meynell, 20, Whitehall-- 
place. 

Barton, Clement Ferrier—Samuel C. Burton, Great 
Yarmouth. . 

Bury, Charles—George Anthony Partridge, Bury St. 
Edmunda 

Butler, Thomas—Henry Myers Meakin, Broughton-in- 
Furness. 

Byron, Robert Stevens—John Richardson, Harrogate. 

Canning, Alfred—John Samuel Canoiog, Birmingham. 

Cannon, William Walter, the younger—Arthar Bailey, 
Bolton. 

Chave, Edwd. Lewis Whitney—William Alston Head, the 
yr., 94, Cannon-street ; Ernest Henry Morrison, Reigate. 

Child, Harry Alexander—John Henry Dixon, W }. 

Childs, John Frederick—Cbristopher Childs, Liskeard. 

Churchill, William Rees—Walter Overbury, Norwich. 

Clark, Edward—John Theodore Hoyle, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne; John Dickonson Holmes, Newocastle-upon-Tyne. 
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‘Clark, Frederick—Charles Edward Sheppard, Gloucester. 
Clark, James Mastin—Chas. John Chesshyre, Cheltenham. 
Clarkson, Heury—Jesse D. Nickiuson, 51, Chancery-lane. 
Cosway, John Hancock—William Burridge, Wellington. 


Cousaus, Frank Beetham—Thomas Charles Bourne, 
Lincoln. 
Cowan, Benjamin Connolly — Messrs. O’Donoghu® 


Rickards, & Anson, Bristol. 
Crosse, John Green—G. Sam. Hall, Ely and Cambridge; 
Ephraim Wayman, Cambridge. 
Cumberland, John—Frederic B. Little, Bath ; Charles Ed- 
ward Little, Bath. 
Curtis, William James—Charles James Hunter, Leicester. 
Daniell, James William—Edmund James Daniell, 40, 
Ckancery-lane. 
Davies, Percy—J. Coulson, Manchester; J. D. Banks, 
Prescot, Lancashire ; J. Cole, jun., 36, Essex-street. 
Des Forges, Charles Edward—Joseph H. Hill, Kingston- 
upon-Hull. 

Dobree, George Harrison—Geo. Dobree, 3, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields; H. Kimber, 79, Lombard-street. 

Elliott, Albert Augustine—James Hopgood, 17a, White- 
hall-place. 

Elliott, Wm. Wallworth—Henry Kimber, 79, Lombard-st. 

Eltoft, John Augustus Francis—Joseph Eltoft, Man- 
chester ; William Henry Phillips, Manchester. 

Emerson, Horace—William Henry Orchard, 5, John-st. 

Evans, Thomas David — Wm. Robinson Smith, Swansea. 

Farman, Edward—Samuel Searley Long, Portsea. 

Fletcher, John William—Charles Edward Blackburne, 
Oldham. 

Flint, Richard Keates — Abraham Angustus 
Uttoxeter. 

Flood, Arthur Edward—Frederick Horatio Barr, Leeds. 

Fowler, C, Dashwood Worsley—William Best, Winchester. 

Furnival, Henry Edward—Frederic William Tomkinson, 
Barslem. 

Gillman, Arthur Riley—John Charles Barnard, 8, Lan- 
caster-place. 

Goodall, William Henry—Ckarles Butlin, Nottingham. 

Greenfield, John—James Bell, Victoria-buildings. 

Griffith, Griffith—William Jones, Conway. 

Haworth, Bancroft—William Wilkinson, Blackburn. 

Haworth, Eli—Henry John Robinson, Blackburn. 

Hedgecock, Walter Chave—Thomas Kipping, 45, Essex- 
street, Strand. 

Henstock, Henry Arthur—John May, Macclesfield. 

Hesketh, John—Henry Atkinson, Manchester. 

Hesse, Frederick William—Charles John Simmonds, 
Wrington, Somerset. 

Hibbert, Geo. Hudson—Rich. Joseph Parsons, Mansfield. 

Hickin, Arthur Edward—Charles Rowland Liddle, New- 
port, Salop. 

Hilliard, Chas. Ashby—Montagn Tarner, 42, Jermyn-st. 

Home, Thomas—Samuel Philpot Brookes, Tewkesbury, 

Howeil, Hugh William—Robert Lloyd James, Bangor. 

Howlett, Joseph—William England Howlett, Kirton-in 
Lindsey. 

Holme, William Booth—Frederic William Tomkinson, 
Barslem. 

James, Bernard Edwin—Thomas Woodburn, Liverpool. 

James, Warren Samuel—Edward Henslowe Bedford, 9, 
King’s Bench-walk, 

James, Edward—John Smale Torr, 38, Bedford-row. 

Jeffery, Henry Septimas—John Michael Pearson, 41, 
Finebury-circus. 

Jenkins, Turberville Llewellin—Henry John Davis, New- 
port; Edward Davies, Newport. 

Johnson, Lewknor—Edward W. Johnson, Chichester ; 
William Hebb, Rose. 

Jones, Frederick Geo. Evan—John H, Mackenzie, 1, Crown- 
court, Old Broad-street. 

Jones, John Fisher—Alfred Billson, Liverpool. 

Kay, John Cunliffe, B.A.—Alfred J, Riddle, Inner Temple, 

Kidder, Edw. Edwin Barratt—Wm. Browne Kidder, 19, 
Jobn-street. 

Knubley, Miles Jefferson—Mesars. Wilton & Shelly Rix, 
Beccles, Suffolk, 

Langley, William Charles—Richard Stevens, Witham; 
Henry Tylee, 14, Essexz-atreet, 


Flint, 








Lawrenc e, Wm. Henry—Edmond Foster, Cambridge. 

Lawson, Robert Glassford—Charles Kearsley, Manchester. 

Lewis, Marcas Herbert—A. C. Lewis, 7, Furnival’s-inn. 

Lister, James Douglas—Edmund Baxter, Doncaster. 

Little, Bartlett, jun.—Frederic Litt'e, Bath. 

Lloyd, Robt. Jas. Powell—Henry Minett, Ross. 

Lodge, Edward—Charles Edward Nettleton, Wakefield. 

Lyall, Henry William—Peter Williams, 5 Bank-buildings. 

Macdougall, Henry—John James Coulton, Lynn. 

Maynard, John—Alfred T. Mills, Brighton. 

Miller, William Alex.—Henry B. Miller, Norwich; George 
A. Stevens, Norwich. 

Morgan, Arthur—Thomas Morgan Llewellin, Newport, 
Monmouthshire. 

Morris. Edwd, Harold—Thos. Adams Phillip:, 99, Cannon-st. 

Murr, Wm. Thos. Skepper—John Thos. Tweed, Lincoln ; 
Jos. Francis Swann, 38, Chancery-lane ; John Thomas 
Tweed, Lincoln. 

Newstead, Arthur Edward—Henry James Newstead, Otley. 

Nicholl, Henry Fredk.—Fredk. Iltid Nicoll,8, Howard-st. 

Nutsey, Charles—John H. Edwards, the yr., Shrewsbury ; 
James E. Mason, Alford. 

Oakley, Herbert Fredk.—Wm. Leech, 65, Moorgate-st. 

Oldershaw, Alex. Andrew—Robert Piggott Oldershaw, 18, 
King’s Arms-yard. 

Ollard, Gerald Augustus—William Henry Duignan, 15, 
Bedford-row. 

Orme, John Henry—Francis John Burton, Nottingham. 

Palmer, George—Geo. Palmer, Rugely, Staffordshire ; 
Abraham A. Flint, Uttoxeter. 

Paris, Alexander—James Druitt, Christchurch. 

Parry, William Edward—William Plummer, Bristol. 

Paxton, Robert Charles—Archibald Hanbury, 34, New 
Broad-street, E.C. 

Pennock, John—Richard Williams, Liverpool. 

Perrott, Robert Owen—Messrs. Longueville, Jones, & 
Williams, Oswestry. 

Pierce, Henry Glyn—Christopher Morris, Liverp ol. 

Platt, Arther Benjamin—William Cobbett, Manchester. 

Porteous, Robert George—William Moore, Sunderland. 

Powell, Charles Augustus—Thomas Needham Sheffield, 52, 
Lime-street. 

Priestley, Joshua—John Hessell Priestley, Barton-on-Hums 
ber. 

Pringle, Ed. Rigg—Timothy Crosby, Stockton-on-Tees, 

Pagb, Thomas—Edmund Lloyd, Aberayron ; Burrett Price 
Jordon, Aberayron. 

Pyke, Magnus Joseph—Henry Ed. Prall, 51, Chancery-lane. 

Richardson, Ed. Geo. Usher—Martin Richardson, Bridling- 
ton. 

Rossiter, Ernest, the younger—Ernest Rossiter, the elder, 
Taunton. 

Saberton, Edwin Arthur—Ephraim Wayman, Cambridge. 

Sale, Alfred—Charles Kentish Probert, 13, Furnival’s-inn, 
and Saffron Walden. 

Salmond, Albert Louis—Steph. Cholmeley, 28, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields ; and Wm. Stewart Foster, 28, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Sargeant, John Frederick—William Wilson Wheeler, Wok- 
ingham. 

Shatwell, Wm. Wellesley Pole—Arthur Mayhew, Wigan ; 
Jobn Parkinson, Liverpool; Henry C. Duncan, Liverpool. 

Smeathman, Lovel—Thomas Parrott, Aylesbury. 

Smith, Alfred Toulmin—George M. Clements, 79 and 80, 
Gresham House, Old Broad-street. 

Smith, Basil Wickings—Frederick Wickings Smith, 63, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields ; Alf. Burton Cowdell, 26, Budge-row- 

Smith, Edwin Aug. Cleave—Francis Ed. Smith, Crediton ; 
Chas, Jas. Daw, 19, Essex-street. 

Somers-Smith, Robt. Vernon—John Alexander Radcliffe, 20, 
Craven-street, Strand. 

Spoffurth, Sam. Geo, N.—Chas, S. B. Busby, Chesterfield. 

Stanley, Arthur Jas.—Wm. Simmons Allen, Biranngham, ' 

Stapleton, Jas. Arthur-~Sam. Joseph Chadwick, Dewsbury. 

Stevens, Wm., the younger—William Stevens, the elder, 
Brighton. 

Steward, George Ernest—Frederick William Steward, 49, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Stewart, Thos,—Thos, Ward Stewart, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 

Stokoe, Alfred Robert—Thos. Watson Brown, Sunderland, 

Stone, Allison Davie, the younger—Chas. Hy. Chamberlaia, 
Great Yarmouth ; Fred. North, Liverpool, ; 

Taylor, Alfrel—Frederick Taylor, 19, Old Burlington-st. 
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Taylor, Charles Walter--George Walker, Spilsby. 

Taylor, Ormsby—John Perks, Barton on-Tr ent. 

Teasdale, John—Joseph Wilkinson, York. 

Thompson, James Ormerod—John Woodcock, Hasling‘den. 

Toynbee, Walter Turner—Henry Kirke Hebb, Lincola. 

Triscott, Richard Anthony—Benjamin Humphries Tromp, 
16, Essex-street. 

Tweedale, Charles Thomas—James Frederick Tweedale, 
Oldham. 

Tyler, Arthur— Llewellyn Malcolme Wynne, 46, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. 

Van Wart,JAlbert—Thomas Horton, Birmingham. 

Wadmore, Allan Henry Thos.—Carpmell Harrison, 68, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Ward, Arthur Ernest—Messrs. Morrell & Son, Oxford. 

Warren, John—Rd. Dawes, the younger, 9, Angel-court. 

Watts, William Arthur—John J. D. Botterell, Sunderland 
and John Watts, St. Ives. 

Weaver, John—William Cooper, Tunstall. 

Weekes, Bartholomew—Henry Hawkes, Birmingham. 

Wells, Frederick William—Samuel Jones, East Ketford. 

White, John—William Cleather, 13, Kensington-gate, and 
Victoria Station; Thomas Charles Church, Victoria 
Station. 

Whitwell, Henry—W m. Crawford Newby, Stockton-on-Tees. 

Wigin, Robert Smirthwaite—John Dunning Kay, Leeds. 

Wilding, Frederick—Samuel Farmer, Hereford. 

Willcocks, John Love—Alfred Rooker, Plymouth. 

Wollaston, Charles Henry Reynolds—George Loaden, 1, 
Old Palace-yard; Charles Frederic Millett, 1, Old 
Palace-yard. 

Woolnough, Walter Wm.—Samuel Bircham, 46, Parlia- 
ment-street. 

Woarlledge, Edwd, William—Matthew Skinner Longmore, 

ertford. 

Wright, George—Abr. Rooke, Birmingham; Jas. Thos. 

Wright, 20, High Holborn. 


Notices or Apmission ror Trinity Vacation, 1875. 


Abrahams, Abraham—Wnm. Francis, Liverpool; John Wm 
Sykes, 31, St. Swithin’s-lane. 

Anderson, Maurice Chapman—Thos. Rawle, 1, Bedford-row. 

Barham, Thomas Foster—Eustace Barham, Bridgwater. 

Battersby, Nathaniel—Wm. Leader, Wigan; M. W. Peace, 
Wigan. 

Barlow, Arch. Pratt—W. B. Paterson, 40, Chancery-lane, 

Binney, Alfred Septimus—Joseph Binney, Sheflield. 

Brain, John—N, G. Ravenor, Witney. 

Brewer, William—Barker S. Lane, 45, Bedford-row. 

Brown, Thomas—John Postlethwaite, the younger, White- 
haven. 

Buchannan, Charles—George Buchannan, Whitby; Arthur 
Bachannan, Guisborough. 

Carr, John Charles—Anthony Carr, 25, Rood-lane, 

Clarkson, John Francis—C. ‘T. Clark, Lancaster. 

Common, Alfred Kipling—Charles Kidson, Sunderland. 

Corser, Edwd. Geo. Sandford—John Gwillim, Hereford. 

Cox, Henry Thomas— John J. Banning, Liverpool. 

Craven, Jonas—Fredk, Copley Hulton, Manchester. 

Crowther, Charles James— William Stone, Liverpool. 

Daintrey, Charles James—Arthur Daintrey, Petworth; 
Anthony F, Nussey, 1 and 2, Great Winchester-street- 
buildings. 

David, Alexander Jones—Joseph Stokes, Dadley. 

Davis, Lewis—John Morris, 6, Old Jewry. 

Dickinson, Matthew, J.A—\Wm. Watson, the younger, 
Barnard Castle. 

Dickinson, William—Robert F. Middleton, Durham. 

Digby, Alfred Wyatt—G. W. Digby, 35, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields ; Ernest Digby, 26, Moorgate-street, 

Ewen, Alfred—Joseph Bridgman, Chester. 

Fernes, Alfred Ernest—Wm. Slater, Manchester, 

Girling, William Blair—Wm. Worship, Great Yarmouth ; 
Chas. Jas. Abbott, 8, New-inn, 

Goodwin, James Loggo—Jas, John Winter, Norwich, 

Green, William Jamson—Grosvenor Hodgkinson, Newark- 
upon-Trent, 

Haloro, William—Chas. I, Mesnard, Durham; Hy. Dixon, 
Sunderland ; G, 8, Ranson, Sunderland. 





Heath, William—John F,. Cramp, Walsall. 

Horner, Howard—C. #. Nettleton, Wakefield. 

Hard, William—W. E. Smith, Cheltenham; John Evans, 
10, John-street, 

Jacques, Thomas Whitwell—F. V. Jacques, Bristol. 

Johnson, Ogilvie—E. W. Johnson, Chichester; Arthur R. 
Bostock, Horsham. 


Jones, John Edmund—F. W. Calvert, York. 

Kennedy, Leonard—H. B. Wareing, Ormskirk. 

Kent, George Charles—Edward Young, Longton. 

Knight, Davenport Essell—George H. Knight, Rochester ; 
Thos, Sismey, 11, Serjeants’-inn. 

Lambert, William—Chas. W. D. Watson, Stourport. 

Lowe, Francis William—Wm, Lowe, Birmingham; Ed- 
ward Doyle, 26, Carey-street. 

Lowe, Joseph—Michael Potter, Manchester. 

Mason, Samuel—Henry Galloway, Manchester. 

Maude, William—Ayherst Hooker, 26, Budge-row. 

Mills, John—Alfred Augustus Watts, Ipswich. 

Moss, Frederick Blundell—Wm. H. Moss, Kingston-upon- 
Hull ; John S. Moss, Kingston-npon-Hall. 

Palmer, Nathaniel Robert—T. H. Palmer (deceased), 
Norwich ; J. C. Chittock, Norwich. 

Pearce, George Price—Henry Turtin Norton, 6, Victoria- 
street ; and Robert Baxter, 6, Victoria-street. 

Pilgrim, George Robert—T. H. Scarborough, 10, Spring- 
gardens ; H. P. Bird, 58, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Pollard, Syd. Ratcliffe—Richd. Dixor, 43, Bedford-row. 

Powell, Wm. Henry Theodore Tyndale—C. M. C. What- 
man, Salisbury. 

Price, Walter Gwillim—John Geo. Lewellin, Builth; A. L, 
Bazeley, Builth; A. S. Lawson, 39, Lombard-street. 

Rogers, John—Wm. Ralph Buchanan, 10, Basinghall-street. 

Skinner, Beecher+-R. D. Baxter, 6, Victoria-street. 

Singleton, Arthur—Jas. Hargreaves, Bradford ; Alexander 
Neil, Bradford. 

Staniland, Henry—John Luke Haigh, Seiby. 

Stevens, John Edward—Richard Jenkius, Swansea. 

Stevenson, William Hugh—John Everall, Nottingham. 

Thomas, Hugh Vaughan—Fredk. Bodenham, Hereford. 

Trengrouse, John Trevenen—C. R. Randall, 9, Tokenhouree 
yard 

Von Dommer, Geo. Fredk.—Jonathan E. S. von Dommer, 
en ne; W. J. Johnston, Newcastle-upon= 

'yne 

Walker, George William-—Winder & Winder, Bolton, 

Waller, John—George Waller, 75, Coleman-street. 

Waltham, George Josh.—E. S$. Wilson, Kingston-upone 
Hull; E. L. Roweliffe, 1, Bedford-row. 

Warlow, Wm. Henry—Cornelius T. Saunders, Birmingham. 

Way, Norris Alfred Ernest—W. C, Cruttwell, Frome. 

Whitehead, Thomas—Wnm. Ascroft, Preston. 

Williams, Robert Parsons—Wm. Phillips Williams, Newport 

Wolseley, Edward St. George—Thos. Percy Borrett, 6, 
Whitehall-place; Wm. Venn, 3, New-inn. 

Yearsley, Edwin Evans—Robert Wm. Griffith, Cardiff. 

Young, Walter William—William Elam, 37, Walbrook. 


Norices oF Applications To TAKE OvT on Rexew 
Arrorneys’ CERTIFICATES. 

Bloxam, Henry Edward, Chiswick (10th May). 

Carteis, Edward, South Hampstead (10th May). 

Fellows, Saml. Thos., Melbourne, Australia ; and Sedgley, 
Staffordshire (15th April). 

Greene, Wm., Matlock ; and Bedford (10th May). 

Jeffes, Thos. Ed., Brussels; and Harleston, Norfolk (12th 
April). 

Matthews, Richard, Bushey, Hertford. 

Oerton, Thomas, Walsall (10th May). 

Pugh, John Hunter, Birkenhead (10th May). 

Routh, Robert Alfred, Amport, near Andover, Hants (10th 


Ma 

Till 1) bins Harry, West Hartlepool (10th May), 

Walton, Joseph, Blackburn (10th May). 

Williams, James, Stourbridge; and Wath-upon-Dearna, 
Yorkshire (10th May), 
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Court Papers. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 


Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. Lorp Mastex oF THE Lorps 
CHANCELLOR. Rotts. Jusricss. 
Monday, May 24 Mr. Milne Mr. Farrer Mr. King 
Tuesday...... 25 Milne Holdship Rogers 
Wednesday ..26 King Farrer Rogers 
‘Thursday ....27 King Holdship Milne 
Friday ...... 28 Rogers Holdship Milne 


Saturday ....29 No sitting—her Majesty’s Birthday kept. 


V.C. Matms. V.C.Bacoy. V.C. Hatt. 
Monday, May 24 Mr. Teesdale Mr. Latham Mr. Pemberton 
Tuesda: 5 ard Leach 


Pecsses 2 W: Merivale 
Wednesday ..26 Teesdale Latham Pemberton 
Thursday ....27 Ward Merivale Leach 
ae 28 Teesdale Latham Pemberton 


No sitting—her Majesty’s Birthday kept. 


Cartiricatzs OF SALE AND TRANSFER. 


Monday, May 24 Mr. Leach Thrsdy., May 27 Mr. Latham 


Tuesday ....25 Teesdale Friday ......28 Merivale 
Wednesday ..26 Milne Saturday ....29 No sitting— 
[her Majesty’s Birthday kept. 

CAUSE LIST. 


Trinity Term, 1875. 
Before the Court or APPBAL IN CHANCERY. 
Appeal Motions. 

Edmons v Day _ app of plaintiff 
The Nuneaton Local Board of Health vy The General Sewage & 

Manure Co (limd) app of defs 
Attorney-Gen y The Same Co app of defs 
In re The Arthur Average Association & Cos Acts app of J. 

Hargrove & ors (order appealed from not produced) 


Appeals. 1874. 
Powell v Elliot Elliot y Powell B—Aug3_ stands for judy, 
1875. 

Wood v Saunders H—April12 pt hd (S 0) 

The United Land Co (limd) v The Great Eastern Ry Co (SO 
to answer affidavits) M—April 12 

Edwards v Griffiths _B—April 22 

ee v The Salisbury & Dorset Junction Ry Co B— 
AP 

Batstone v Salter H—April 29 

Beaumont v Emery M—May 3 

Latch vLatch H—May 10 

Wallwork v Sussum B—May 11 


Before the Master or THE Rots. 
Causes set down previous to Transfer. 


Vickers y Brown c with wts 
part heard (May 28) 
arvis v Mortimer m d 
Mortimer v Jarvis pt hdc 
wth wts S O to present a pet 
Hall v Nevill c with wits 
hd S O with liberty to apply 
Russell v The Wakefield 
Waterworks Co dem of dfs 
H. Lee & ors 
Smith v Meikle dem 
Pearce v Watts c with wits 
Preston v Scott m d (after 


term) 

Forster v Tongrigg m d (wits 
before exmr) 

Collins y Hamer m d 


before exmar (VC M) 
pe md (VC M) 
Cottell v Somerset & Dorset Ry 

Co e(VCM) 

Willis v Somerset & Dorset Ry 

Co c (VCM) 
Crozier v Calleutt c¢ with wits 

(vc M) 
Carrington v France m d wts 

before exmr 
Pilter v Barnes md (VC 
Turner v Tepper md (VC M 

(not before June 8) 


Hall v Te md (VC M) 

#U(not fer Log une 7) 

Fernyhough v Naylor m d 
wits befora exmr (VC M) 

Rowe v Sim m @ set 
down by defs (VC M) 

Low v Lambeth Waterworks 
Co m d set down by defts 
wits before exmr 

Kemp v Collins m d wits 

ore exmr 

Edwards v Johnson fc 

Gillespie v Goodridge m d wits 
before exmr 

Caffinv Caffin fc (not be- 
fore J ~~ a 

Wainford v Heyl c with wits 
May 26 

Wight v Wood md 

Davenport v Reddish c 

Attorney-Gen v Webster md 

Frowde v Stock c with wits 

Budding v Murdock md wts 

lore exmr 
Farmer v Miles c with wits 
got Lee md restored by 


v md 
Kel a ws 


Browne v Veasey c 

Evans vy Jenkins md 

Kevan v Hulton m d, wits 
before exmr 





Gray v Fox fe 

Weeden v Knapman md 

Wilcoxon v Wilkinson (No. 2) 
m d with wits (May 22) 


Causes transferred from the Books of the Vice-Chancellors Sir- 


Crickmer v Beddington md 


(short) 
Croucher v Morgan m d@ 
(May 28) 


R. Matrns and Sir C. Haut, by order dated April 29, 1875. 


Holmes v Holmes md 

The Prudential Assurance Co 
v Hessey md 

Southby v Rodway md 

Fordham v Speight md 

Hall v Creyke md 

Mordaunt v Benweli md 

Hart v Hart md 

Sexton v Sexton md 

Beavan v Cook 1873.—B.—402 
c with wits 

Turner v Champney md 

Birch v Alderton md 

Scruton v Holt c 

Gibbs v Kemp, Bart md 

Steptoe v Norris m d, wits be- 
fore exmr 

Arnold v Routledge c 

oer v Smith 1874—S.—260 


m 

Ross v Parkyns, Bart md 

Hough v Rankin md 

Wagstaffe v Price md 

Mynorsv Gold md 

Beavan v Cook 1869.—B.—66 
c with wits 

Greenaway v Greenaway md 

Hawkes v Underwood md 

ttsv Ault c with wits 

(May 25) ome. 

Hooper v Donne c with wits 

The Bank of Whitehaven 
(limd) v Selkirk md 


Fletcher vy Wood md 

Roberts v Murrells md 

Earp v White c with wits 

Myatt v Bedford c 

Bradshaw v Palmer c 

Redman v Foxcroft md 

Guernsey v West London Com- 
mercial Bank (limd) c 

Godson v Scott-Russell md 

Choveaux v Phillips md 

Watkins v Alexander c with 
wits set down at request of 


de 
Holland’s Trustees v Holland 


m™m 

Mosely v Mosely md 

Parrott v Tiver md 

Dashwoolv Windus md 

Booth v Gawtborp md 

Smith v Greenwood md 

Smith v Smith 1874—S.—2l4c 

Southwell vy Wright md 

Jacomb v Bush m d_ (not 
before June 11) 

Vaughan v Forrest md 

Levison v McAndrew c with 
wits 

Elmer v Creasy c 

Wooden v Beale c 

Bainbridge v Webb md 

Grout v Camroux md 


End of Transfer. 
Causes set down since Transfer. 


Christian v The Imperial 
Credit .Co, limd and re- 
duced c with wits 

The Agra Bank, (limd) v 
Christian c with wits 

Farrar v Nanson md 

Johnson v Howgat md 

Rickards v Rickards md 

London & South Western Ry 
Cov James md 

Walker v Whittaker f c & 
sums to vary 

Sargent v Cannon md 

In re Samuel Bacon’s Estate 
and Fernandez v Webb fc 

Joyce v Lory md 

The Euro Assurance 
Society v Featherstone md 
(short) 

Broughton v Broughton fc & 
sums to va 

Cuoke v Cooke fc 


In re Henry Kennedy, deod 
Kennedy v Kennedy fe 

Kebbel v faywood md 

Lee v Lewis md 

Langmead v Cockerton md 

Sargent v Moor fc 

Hunt v Bevan fe 

Brown v Rye fe 

Ralfev Hawthorne fc 

Buchanan v Currie fc 

Charrington v Charrington 


spc 
Grant v Millard m d short 
t- avGlasse md 
Wills v Wills spe 
Bothamley v Sherson fc 
Boyle v Harrison (2) fc 
The Wimbledon & Putney 
Commons Conservators v 
Dixon m d with wits 
(May 26) 
ewman v Wilson fc 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir RicHarpD MALINs. 
Causes. 


Macdougall v The Emma 
Silver Mining Co Soy 
dem of the Co pthd(SO 

Macdougall v The same Co 
dem of R. M. Gardiner and 
others pt hd (S 0) 

Thomson v Weston m d, pt 


hd 

McLean v Harvey dem 

Pizzey v Wilkinson fc 

Farrar v Green md 

Philp v Botterell c with wits 

Evans v Hopkins c with wits 
(June 1) 

Quinton v Mayor, &c., of 
Bristol md 8 O to come on 
with a potn 

Ramaden v Lister c with wits 

re-transferred from Y.C. 


by_order) 

Bartlam v Yates m d, witns 
Speiding Hig with wits 
v c 

(May's) 


Jolliffe v Hayward c with 
wits (re-transferred from 
V.C, Bacon by order) 

Williams v Hiscox md, wits 
before examr 

Burrows v Williams m @ 
ee before exmnr) 

Schofield v Jacomb md |. 

Smith v Pilgrim c with wits 

Wightwick v Barden md_ 

Hayne v Cavell c with 
wits 

Cruse v Smith md ; 

Godbold v Ellis c with wits 

Scott v Laver m d (trans- 
ferred from M R by order 

Phosphate Sewage Co, limd v 
Hartmont c 

Willis v Cl md 

Willattsv Hooper fc. 

Mytton v ug roe md 

Sullivan v Edgell Dimond ¥ 


ll fe 
Mahon v Hilliard md & peta 
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Set down since commencement of Hilary Term, 1875 (exclusive \ 
rs). 


of T: 
Caldicott v Smith Satchwell 
vSmith fc (short) 
Riminton v Paul fc 


ers) 
Watson v Topham fe 
Surman v Lucena 1872—S.— 
61 fe 
Surman v Lucena 1872—S.— 


Richards v Goddard md 

Andrew v Mann m d, wits be- 
fore exmr 

Fidler vy Lucas md (supple- 
mental bill 


Walford v Walford md 

Eastman v Frenod md 

Hodson v Maddock fc 

Thomas v Wedderburne md 
wits before exmr 


Hollick v Wilson fc Bennet v Mellor md In re Tinkler’s Estate, & Steel y 
Sloper v Gattie GattievSlo- 62 fe Fane v Fane md (re trsfd) Tinkler fe & sums to vary 
per fe Sladen v Harvey fe Standidge v Bates fc (short) Baird v Mackeson md 
Graham v McCullock fc& Coxv fc Bridge v Chapman spc Mills v Adams c 
sums to v Edge v Laing md Pain v Yates md, wits before Robinson v Selby md 
Waller v Nicholson fc Luxton v Elliott fe exmr Crosier v bo c 
Green v Taylor fc Drake v Burgoyne fc Story v Daplyn fc (mot be- Matthey v Matthey md 
Keelv Wade fe George v Oakley fc fore June 7) Gem v Murray md 


Moore v Beagley spc 

‘Hawkins v Hawkins fe 

Marke v Marke fc & petn 

Perry v Hankin fc 

Noel v De Stafford fe 

Loder v Eldridge fc 

The Imperial Land Co of 
Marseilles (limd) v Master- 
man ¢ 

Pemberton v Neill fc 

Whateley v Whateley fc 


Kent v Haynes md 
Hollins wv Campbell m dj 
(May 25) 
Medland v Farrer fc 
Stafford v Coram md 
Sladen v Harris md 
Fane v Fane md (short) 
Kerry v Housley fc 
Ferris v Heath md 
Collop v Heath md 
Reddish v Blewden fc 


sy ~araeae v Charlesworth 


c 

Williams v Longbottom md 

Andrew v Andrew md 

Bell v Joell md 

Phillips v Alderton m d, wits 
before exmr 

Jones v Steel fe 

Liuskill y Charlton md 

Attorney-Gen v The Hyde 
Chemical Co (limd) ¢ with 
wits 


Bush v Collins ma 
Hoskins v Webb fc 
Lowery v Lowery fe 
Allen v Martin md 
Shalders v Ovey md 
Horne v Horne fc 
Cunliffe v Cunliffe fc 
Morris v Merris Banner v 
Morris m d (short) 
Vinall vy White md 
wart vy Chubb fe 


Jenks v Thomas fc Greenwood v Ripley fc akeling v Wakeling spe 
Colbran v Copp fc Ronald v Metcalfe v6 Howland vPope md _ Dunn v , Blister fe 
Livesey v Walpole fc & petn KingvCorke c Taylor v Gillot c with wits Steele v Steele fe 


Lewis v Johnson c 

Du Boison v Maxwell m d 
(re-transferred) 

Thornton v Thornton spc 

Jones vChorley md 

Cock v Daubney md 


ln re Champness Estate, and 
Champness v Roberts fc 

Macleod v Bonsor fc 

Moore v Rickard md 

Chapman v Loftus md (short) 

Harley v Taylor fc 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FONDS. 

Last Quotation, May 21, 1875. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 944 Annuities, April, ’8!, 9} 
Ditto for Account, June t $4 | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 933 Ex Billa, 21009, 24 near Cy .2 dis 
New 3 per Cent., 934 Ditto, £500, Do 2 dis 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan. "4 Ditto, 2100 & s2vv, 2 dis. 
Do. 2¢ perCent., Jan. '94 Bank of England Stock. 5 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan.'78 Ct. (last half-year), 256 
Annuities, Jan,’80— Dittc or Account, 


Coulthurst v Smith md Spencer v Bellman md 
Whitelegge v Whitelegge fc e@ New Sombrero Phos- 
Hodges v Cox md phate Co (limd) v Erlanger 
Tredwell v Tredwell (3) fe md 

Brooks v Harris m d (short) 


short 
Onaned v Preston md Edwardes v O’Bryen fe 
Tethill v Tothill fe Judd v Green c 

Mc Dermott vMc Dermott md Holt v Scruton md 


Shepheard v Walker md 
Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon. 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


Ditto 5 per Cent., July, 80, 109 Ditto,5$ per Cnt., May,’79 100g 
Dittofor Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent, 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct.’ 88, 1035 April, "64 


Causes. 
Wiltshier vy Corbett dem Lloyd v Lloyd fc 
Shaw v Longbottom md Attorney-General v Hackney 
Smith v Daniell c with wits Board of Works md 





i i Ditto, ditto, Certificates — D).Vo,5 per Cent. , Aug. "73 
Wises} Rem Steel & Iron jn're Owen'sEstate, Nicholas | Ditto Evtaced Ppr.,t ner Gone.88 | De. Sends, ¢ por Cons. £1000 
Co md pt nef (May 92) v Kellett fc Ind, Bnf.Pr.,5 p C.,Jan,’73 Ditto, dittc, under £1.00 
Walker v Daniell c with wits IzantvIzant c 
(June 22) West v Cope c 


Leech v Bolland c with wits RAILWAY STOCK. 


Wade-Gery v Handley fc 
Titcombev Thain c, set down 


Pilcher v Arden fc & sums 


























































at Heras in F.J. Gill me Fee dieciieces ; Railways, Paid.|Closing Price 
and anr ighley v Stans c -—|— — iizeas } 
Wagstaffe v Hill md Stone v Stone fc o_ + acer Exeter = 113 
Nicholson v Horsman md Talbot v Jevers fo moms Glasgow and South-Western «csc... seecet 100 99 
Fothergill v Richards md Hindle v Morley fc Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock scececseccssese.es) 100 46 
Gullick v Tremlett md Reav Rea fe Stock/Great Northern | 300 143 
Whittaker v Whittaker spc, Hooper v Hoo fe Stock; Do., A Stock* } 100 1644 
restored by order Fielding v Fielding md Stock Great Southern and Western of ireland ...... , 100 107¢ 
Mackett v Baylis rehing of Cooper v Green (2) fe Stock Great Western—Original....sce..ceeseeeeee) 100 116 
emp Selah viewer ma fteck| Lancashire and Yeedshire too} aa 
Brown v Fraser md Coode v Dod fe sinenaen Gnaiuemn tal Do: ase 120 
Attorney-General v Corpora- Harrison v Every fc pa sy and North-Western anit 100 148t 
tion of Sunderland md Jones v Jones md Stock} London and South Western..........00.00.00+« eve 100 a 
The Windermere Pleasure Chapman v Collins fc (short) | Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln .......0. 100 7 
Pp 100 
Boat Company (limd) v Jevons v Longri fo Stock Metropolitan 87 
Walker id ones Sivek! | Do., District 100 40 
Stock | a) 145, 
Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir CHARLES HALL. preort bebr Laon feos a 
4 Causes. borg North London = <= 
i i orth SESE LONI IO 
Colton v Linton exons for Mirehouse v Butterfield md | Sy0ek gore —e ree be 
scandal Morris v Hughes md Strek'South- 5 100 188 
Syers v Syers exons for insoy Kingston v Lewer fe S O RAR woe nee-ceescnsnseonseennrveeren_setee'ee 





Morris v Owen md 
} apy Faweett md 

rv Pye spe 
Satterthweite + Fisher md 


atsun v Woodman md re- 
stored by order 
Republic of Peru v Ruzo md 
not before May 30) 


© A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid te B. 





Monsy Marxat anp City INTRSLuIG ENCE. 


Gurney v Dauglish c with Tweddlev Lowe o See 
wits (Mav 24 Luckie v Cartwright o The proportion of reserve to liabilities has shown a more 
Beswick v Baddley md wits Forrest vGover md decided change this week, having risen from 36} per cent. 
before exmr Howlett v Clements o 


last week to 40} per cent, this week. The home railway 
up to Wednesday afternoon, when 





Tabor v Cunningham md Jacksonv Haire md 


market was very stro 





wits before exumnr) Fitugerald v Abbott e with icea fell. and : : 
\ : prices fell, and continued to do so on Thursday. The foreign 
Wee une Do abbott Ruston md & sume | BAFKet_was also firm up to Wednesday, but on that day 
i Baylis v Abens md, wits bee Bundv Green md the prices of many stocks gave way. Business in this 
lore exinar Major vGedye md market has been very limited. Consols closed on Thursday 
j 


Martin v Scott md Black vy Owen c 94} to } for money and for the account 94} to j. 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

Etwett—May 18, at 4, Regent’s-park-terrace, Gloucester- 
gate, the wife of William Charles Boden Elwell, barrister-at- 
law, of a son. 

Farqunar—Mayv 18, at 18, Frogmore-street, Abergavenny, the 
wife of James H. Farquhar, solicitor, of a son. 

Wornersroon—May 17, at 39, Cambridge-gardens, Notting- 
hill, W., the wife of C. Grey Wotherspoon, barrister-at-law, 
of a daughter. 

MARRIAGE. 

Mrapnows—OyLEr—May 18, at Cavendish-vlace Chapel, East- 
bourne, George Meadows, town clerk of Hastings, to Anne 
— widow of the late Samuel Oyler, of Cranbrook, 

Cent. 
DEATHS. 

CAsswELL— May 18, at North Ormsby, Lincolnshire, Robert 
Casswell, B.A., barrister-at-law, aged 32. 

JzsmMMETT—May 17, at Langhorn-gardens, Folkestone, William 
Thomas Jemmett, Recorder of Kingston-on-Thames, and 
late one of H.M. Commissioners of Bankrupts, aged 78. 

Moss—May 15, Alfred Raphael Moss, solicitor, of 29, Lynd- 
hurst-road, Peckhim, aged 60. 

SrrELtE—May 20, at 31, Fellows-road, South Hamonstead, 
re Blake Steele, barrister-at-law, of the Inner Tem ple, 
aged 35. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Fripay, May 14, 1875. 


Nanson, John, and Richard Henry Clutterbuck, Carlisle, Attorneys 
and Solicitors. May 7 


Togspay, May 18, 1875. 


Surrage, Thomas Lyddon, and Richard Joynes Emmerson. Sandwich, 
Kent, Attorneys, Solicitors, and Conveyancers. Oct 31, 1871 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Faray, May 14, 1875. 
Limtrep 1x CHANCERY. 


Bradford Tramways Company.—Petition for windine up, presented 
May 8, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon on May 28. Webb, 
Queen Victoria st, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Cornish Consolidated Iron Mines Corporation, Limited.—Ryv an order 
made by V.C. Maiins, dated May 8, it was ordered that the above 
corporation be wound up. Cope and Co, Great George st, West- 
minster, solicitors for the petitioners. 

London and Paris Hotel Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, 
on or before June 20, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
tieulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick Maynard, Old Broad st. 
Wednesday, June 30, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjadicating 
upon the debts and claims. 

Swiss Times Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented 
May 13, directed to be heard before the M.R. on May 24. Ellis and 
Co, St Swithin’s Jane, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Tynemouth Borough Tramways Company, Limited .—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented May 5, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins 
on May 23. burst and Co, Old Jewry, solicitors tor the petitioner, 


Torspay, May 18, 1875. 


Bradford West End Mil! Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presente’ May 13. directed to be hea'd before V.C. Hall on May 28. 
Sykes, St Swithin’s lane, agent for Watson and Dickons, Bradford, 
solicitors for the petitioner. 

Peat Coal and Charcoal Comrany, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented May 5, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins on May 28, 
Abrahams and Roffey, Old Jewry, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Universal Disi tor Compan’, Limited.-By an order made by the 
M.B..dated May 8, it was ordered that the above company be wound 
up. Ladbury, Queen st, Cheapside, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Wernpistil! Colitery Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented May 2, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on May 26, Bell 
and Co, Bow churchyard, Cheapside, agents for Smith and Co, Swan- 
sea, solicitors for the petitioners. 


County Patatine or Lancaster. 


Parcels and Luggage Company, Limited.—By an order made by the 
V.C., Gated May 13, it wos ordered that the voluntary winding up 
of the above company be continued. Toulmin and Co, Liverpool, 
solicitors tor the petitioner. 


Friendly Soceties Dissolved. 


Turepay, May 15, 1875. 


= ee Friendly Society, Bellinn, Great Paxton, Huntingdon. 

ay i4 

Helewood Friendly Society, Halewood, Lancashire. Sent 22 

St Mary District Tontive Friendly Society, Oddfellows’ Hall, 8t Ann’s 
st, Liverpool. May 11 | 





Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farivar, May 14, 1875. 


Daniel, Thomas, Stoodleigh, Devor, Merchant. Jane 14. Daniel ¢ 
Daniel, V.C, Hall. Osborne and Co, Bristol 

Grizzell, Saran, Barnwood, Gloucester. May 31. Turner v Mayall’, 
V.C. Bacon. 

Hopwocd, Wi'liam Henry, Kenley, Surrey, Music Publisher. June 3, 
Hopwood v Hopwood, V.C, Hall. Burgoyues and Co, Oxtord st 

Marchant, Ambrose, Gravel Jane, Southwark, Coffee House Keeper, 
June 12. Clarke v Marchant, M.R. Mayo, Devonshire square, 
Bishopsgate 

Rogers, Thomas James. May 31. Pogers v Shaw, V.C. Malina, 

Tanner, William, Patcham, Sussex, Esq. Croftoa v Neve, V.C. Hall. 
Dorman, Essex st 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
FarpayY, May 14, 1875.} 


Adams, Charles, Pagham, Sussex, Yeoman. June 30, Jolinson an@ 
Raper, Chichester 
Alloway, Sarah, Trowbridge, Wilts. July 1. Rodway and Mann, 
Trowbridge 
a Jobn, Crewkerne, Somerset, Gent. Jaly1l. Sparks, Crews 
erne 
Birch, Sir Richard James Holwell, Venice, Italy, Lieut General. July 
31, Cros-e, Lancaster place, Strand 
Bulmer, William, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Bricklayer. June 13. 
Newby and Co, Stocktun-on-Tees 
Bush, William, Bristol, Gent. June 7, Stanley and Washbrough, 
Bristol 
Caldwell, Mary, Haydock, Lancashire. June 7, Beasley and Oppen= 
heim, St Helen’s 
Catley, Sarah, Weaverham, Cheshire. June 24. Fietcher, Northwich 
Come Andrew, Stanhope st, Hampstead rd. July 1. Brown, Basing- 
all st 
oe George, Madeley, Salop, Shop Keeper. Junell. Burd, Iroa 
ge 


Drewett, Stephen, Tinhead, Wilts, Yeoman. July 1. Rodway and 
Mana, Trowbri 

Duncombe, Cordelia D 
Moorgate st 

Eedie, Rev Edward, South Bersted, Sussex. June 30. Johnson and 
Raper, Chichester 

Field, Honoria, Binfield, Berks. June 18. Smith and Son, Furnival’s. 
inn, Holborn 

Green, Frederick, Little Stammerham Farm, Sussex. Junel2. Coole, 
Horsham 

Harford, John Battersby, Blaise Castle, Gloucester, Esq. June 15, 
Cooke and Sons, Bristol 

Harrison, Richard, Batley, York, Gent. Augi. Turner, Leeds 

Hawkey, Samuel, Newquay, Cornwali, Yeoman. Junei8 Carlyon 
and Paull 

Hopwood, Henry Joseph Stanforth, Richmond, Surrey, Chemist. June 
24, Smith and Moore, Richmond 

Heghet, David, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Esq. July 1. Davies, Den- 

igh 

Hughes, Edward, Charles st, Berkeley square, Butler. July. Leefe, 

Lincoin’s inn fields 





be, Cliftua, Gi ter. July!. Simpson, 


Jackson, John Pay, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler. June 


12, Yates and Co, Liverpool 

James, Haughton, Brighton, Sussex, Lieut General, June 30. Jose 
sopp, Bedford 

Lane, John, Gateombe park, Isle of Wight, Barrister-at-Law. July 
15. Rivington and Son, Fenchurch buil‘ings 

Macdonell, Alexander Sheriffe, Bath, Somerset, Esq. June 22, Gibbs, 
jun, Bath 

Manning, Joseph Carter, Leeds, Hotel Keeper. July 1. Clarke, Leeds 

Mason, William, Spring grove, Middlesex, Gent. July 31. Rogers 
and Son, Westminster chambers, Victoria st 

Morris, Samuel, Trowbridge, Wilts, Clothier. July 1. Rodway and 
Mann, Trowbridge 

Ong, Aaron, Hatfield Peverel, Essex, Innkeeper. June 30. Duffeddand 
Bruty, Chelmsford 

Peck, Frederick, Architect, Yoxford, Suffolk, July 20. Mayhew, 
Saxmundham x 

Perullo, Eliza, Ashley place, Westminster. June 14. Rooper, Lincoln's 
inn fields 

Ramsay, John, St Lawrence, Kent, Civil Eugineer. July 12. West 
and hee. Cannon st 

Roffey, William Edward Johnson, Berners st, Oxford st, Esq. Sept l. 
‘Turner, King st, Cheapside 

Rolls, Thomas, Great Marlow, Buckingham, Wine Merchant. June I4. 
Bennett and Co, New square, Lincolu’s inn 

Stephens, Thomas, Stocklinch Ottersey, Somerset, Gent. June 1. Paul,. 
Iiminster 

Stevenson, Robert, Manchester, High Bailiff. June 9. Kearsley, 
Manchester 


Stewart, Rev Edward, Sparsholt, Hants. June 24, Turner, Jermyn st 
Taylor, Benjamin, Hudderstield, York, Geut. July 31, Bottoriley, 
uddersfield 
Taylor, Fanny, Devonshire st, Portland place. June 11. Surman and 
Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Thompson, Michsel, Watergate, Northumberland, Yeoman. June 12. 
Errington, Carlisle 
Vogan, Rev Thomas Stuart Lyle, Walberton, Sussex, June 30. John- 
son and in a Chichester 
Watson, William, Leeds, Blue Slater. Aug1. Clarke, Leeds 
White, David, Bathwick, Somerset, Stavic Keeper, June 22, Gibbs, 
ath 
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Tugspay, May 18, 1875. 
Agar, William, Bury, Lancashire, Watch Maker. 
and Co. Bury 
Ball, John, Newthorpe, Nottingham, Farmer. 
Wiiliams, Nottingham 
— Joseph, Bristoi, Solicitor. June 7. Stanley and Washbrough, 
istol 
Basen, George, Matlock Bank, Derby, Hydropathist. June 15. Potter, 


y 
Bateman, Hezekiah Linthicum, Lyceum Theatre, Strand, Theatrical 
prietor. July 31. Sympson and Co, Golden square, Regent at 

— Lady Charles Cavendish. June 30. Farrer and Co, Lincoln’s 
inn fieids 

Borrodeil, John Bateman, Great Bentley, Essex, Gent. July 14. Tur- 
ner and Co, Colchester e 

Broadbent, Ben Buckley, Mossley, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, Inn- 
keeper. Junel0. Toy and Broadbent, Ashton-under-Lyne 

Brown, William, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Builder, June 24. Beloe, 
King’s Lynn 

Chard, Edward, South Brent, Somerset, Butcher. Junel0. Poole 
Bridgwater 

Delano, Lydia, Asplins, Tottenham. June 30. Palmer, Gresham 
House, Old Bread st 

Forshaw, Tnomas, sen, Bowdon, Cheshire, Commission Agent. 
June 24. Nicholls and Co, Aluincham 

Foster, Charles, Sheffield, Engraver. July 13, Burbeary and Smith, 
Sheffield 

Foster, James, York, Currier. June 21. Newton and Co, York 

Fowell, Thomas, Harplow, Stafford, Gent. June 30. Robinson and 
Son, Birmingham 

Glock, Christian Philipp, Broadway, Deptford, Pork Butcher. July 5. 
Coward, Moorgate st 

Hughes, Rev Thomas, Sutton, Cheshire. June 1. 
Macclesfield 

Jarman, William Stonar Hill, Froxfield, Hants, Yeoman, 
July |. Lucas, Midburst 

Johnson, William, Colwell, Hereford, Gent. July1. Webb. Ledbury 

Johnson, George Leighton, Worthing, Sussex, Esq. June 30. Tip- 
pitts and Co, Great St Thomas Apostle, Queen st 

=, Nantwich, Cheshire. July 17. Broughton and Co, Nant- 

c 


Aug 12. Bishop and 
July 18. 


Jane l5. Grundy 
July1. Hunt and 


Parrott and Co, 


Morgan, Rev Thomas, Brynteilo, Carmarthen. 
Son, Llandovery 

Murray, Charle-, Buenos Ayres, South Amercai, Chemist. 

RWood and Killick, Bradford 

Newton, William Foster, Maiden lane, Queen st, Wine Merchant. July 
10. Weeks and Son, Newgate st 

Porter, John, Congresbury, Somerset, Yeoman, July 1, 
Simmons, Wrington 

Porteus, John, Brooklands Sale, Cheshire, Merchant. June 28. Boote 
and Edgar, Manchester 

Reyle, James, Altrincham, Cheshire, Yeoman. June 10. Nicholls and 

Altrincham 

Sarls, William, Colchester, Essex,Gent. July 14. Prior, Colchester 

Siddall, Charles, Balby, York, Gent. July 1. Fisher, Doncaster 

Smith, William, Sibertswould, Keat, Farmer. June3). Kaocker, 

ver 

Snelgrove, Kingsland, Dawlish, Devon, Gent. Ang!. Gidley, Exeter 

— Figheldean, Wilts. July 1, Corsellis, East hill, Wands- 
wort! 

Warton, Robert, Highbury place, Islington, . 
and Co, Lincoin’s inn fields ~ 

Wood, Mary, Brighton, Sussex. July 1. Stuckley, Brighton 


Wood, William, Kingston-upon-Hull, Butcher. Jane 11, Todd and 


Sons, Hull 
Bankrupts: 
Fripay, May 14, 1875, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 


Cuff, Joseph, Elgin rd, Notting hill,Grocer, Pet May 11. Brougham. 
June 3 at 11.30 


James and 


Jane 15. Nisbet 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Robson, Thomas, Saltburn-by-the-Sea, York, Bookseller. Pet May 5. 
Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, May 24 at 12.30 
Young, John, Foole, Dorset, Commercial Traveller, Pet May 8. Dickin- 
son. Toole, May 25 at ll 


Turspay, May 18, 1875. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 


Hay, Charles Douglas, Widdicombe terrace, Canning town, Brewer. 
Pet May 14. Sprivg-Rice. June 10 at 12 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Ager, er Jom, Manchester, Milliner. Pet May 13. Hulton, Salford, 
une 2 at 

Bennett, Elisha, Bitterne, Hants, Butcher. Pet May 5. Walker. 
Southampton, June 9 at 12 

Darlington, John Piggott, Weaverham, Cheshire, Farmer. Pet May 
15, Broughton, Crewe, June 7 at 10.30 

Godrich, Edward, Botley, Hants, Coal Merchant, Pet May 13. Walker, 
Southamp'on, June | at 12 

Hargreaver, John, Bowling, Bradford, York, Coal Merchant. Pet May 
11. Roboson, BradtorasMay 25 at 9 

Kernick, Thomas, Sawtry, Huntingdon, Grocer. Pot May 14. Gaches, 
Peterborough, June 3 at 11 

Simpson. John, Birmingham, Iron Plate Worker. Pet May 15. 

untler, Birmingham, May 28 at 12 
Taylor, Alexander, and James Taylor, Neweastle-upon-Tyno, Drapers. 
Pet May 15, Mortimer, Newcastle, May 29 at 11.30 


+ Wilson, Charies L 


| 
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Whitfield, John. Liverpool, Team Owner. Pet May 14. Watson. Liver= 


pool, May 31 at 2 
» Manchester. Pet May li. Kay. Manchester. 
June 10 at 9.30 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
TvesDar, May 18, 1875. 
Porter, Charles, Swineshead, Lincoln, Whealwright. Mav12 
Swinhve. W ; Berkeley gardens, Kensingtoo, Captain in Essex 
Rifle Militia. May 13 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, May 14, 1875. 

Atkins, William, Oxford st, Auctionzer. May 31 at 12 at offices of 
Shearman, Greshawn st 

Awbery, George Hill, Carmarthen, Tailor. May 22 at 11 at offices of 
Green and Griffiths, St Mary st, Carmarthen 

Barber, Joseph Samuel, Cambridge rd, Hackney, Oilman. June 3 at 3 
at offices of Watson, Guildhall yard 

Barnett, William, Congleton, Cheshire, Weaver. May 29 at 10.30 at 
the Punch Bowl Inn, Macclesfield. Cooper, Congleton 

Bennett, James Chapple, Walton-on-the-Naze, Essex, Auctioneer. Jane 
4 at 4 at offices of Jones, Butt rd, Colchester 

Bickerton, Emily, Luton, Bedford, Music ‘eacher. May 29 at 10.30 at 
offices of Neve, Park st west, Luton 

Bott, Thomas, Birkenhead, Cheshire. Watch Maker. May 31 at 11 at 
oftices of Killey, Lord st, Liverpool 

Boulton, William George, Princes terrace. Walham green, Tailor. May 
27 at 3 at offices of Watson, Guildhall yard 

Briggs, Wiiliam, Leeds, Butcher. May 27 at 3 at offices of Turner, East 
parade, Leeds 

Buckley, Edwin, Harst, Lancashire, Cigar Merchant. May 27 at3 at 
offices of D:rnton and Bottomley, Stamford st, Asuton-ander-Lyne 

Bush, Elizabeth, Rarrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, Draper. May 31 at 
2 at Sharp’s Hotel, Strand, Barrow-in-Furness. Taylor, Barrow-in- 
Furness 

Cave, William Tull, Brighton, Sussex, Club Proprietor, June 3 at Sat 
offices of Brandreth and Gray, Middle st, Brighton 

Chambers, Randall Humpston, Mincing lane, Tea Broker. May 25 at3 
at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Mason, Gresham st 

Channon, William Charles, and Charles Henry Channon, Cheltsnham, 
Gloucester, Buiiders. June 1 at 2 at otfices of Chesshyre, Regent st, 
Cheltenham ; 

Chatterton, Percy, Bromley common, Kent, Medical Practitioner. May 
31 at 3 at offices of Poole, Bartholomew close 

Clutterbuck, Edwin George, Caledonian rd, King’s crass. May 20 at 2 
at offices of Grayson, Hunter st 

Conen, George, Upver st, Islington, Watch Maker. May 26 at 3 at offices 
of Mardon and Co, Moorgate st. Philp, Queen Victoria st, Mansion 


house 

Colbeck, Joseph, Leeds, Provision Dealer. May 27 at 2 at offices of 
Carr, Albion st, Leeds 

Cross, Edwin, Oxford, Flock Manufacturer, May 29 at 1 at offices of 
Cooper, Chancery lane 

Crossley, Francis Whitworth, Sowerby bridge, York, Drysalter. May 
28 at 4 at offices of Storey, Cheapside, Halifax 

Currey, Arthur, Uxbridge, Middlesex, Railway Clerk. Janel at L1 at 
the Chequers Hotel, High st, Uxoridge. Norris, Great James st, 
Bedford row 

Dartnell, Daniel, and William Dartnell, St Leonard’s-on-Sea, Sussex, 
Cabinet Makers. May 29 at | at the Norman Hotel, Norman rd east, 
St Leonard’s-on-Sea. Cammack, Hastings 

Datis, John, Bradford, York, out of business. May 27 at 10.30 at the 
Junction Inn, Bradford. Ibberson 

Denston, Arthur James, Birmingham, Coal Merchant. May 31 at 3 at 
offices of Taylor, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Dixon, John, Hartiepool, Durham, Boot Factor. June 2 at 3 at offices 
of Bell, Church st, West Hartlepool 

Duckers, Joseph, Liverpoo!, Insurance Agent. May 28 at 3 at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Railway Station, Chester. Parkinson, Liverpool 

Eston, John, Malpas, Cheshire, Painter. June3at2 atofices of Massey 
White friare, Chester 

Edwards, James Garvey, and George John Edwards, Walthamstow, 
Essex, Grocers. May 29 at 12 at offices of Angell and Terry, Gresham 


st 

Emery, Isaiah, Round Oak, Stafford, out of business. May 23 at$ at 
offices of Sheldon, Lower High st, Wednesbury 

Evans, Joseph, Buckingham Palace rd, Pimlico, Job Master. May 24 
at 10 at offices of Fisher and Co, Leicester square 

Ganderton, William, Bishampton, Worcaster, Tailor, May 31 at3 at 
offices of Pitt, The Avenue, Cross, Worcester 

Glover, Joseph, South Shields, Durham, Outfitter. May 2éat li at 
offices of Duncan and Duncan, Market place, South Shields 

Gott, Nathaniel, Eaetoft, York, Butcher, May 26 at 2 at offices of Hiad, 
Bank’s terrace, Joole 

Greatorex, John, New Brampton, Derby, Labourer. May 28 at Sat offices 
of Jones, Soresby st, Chesterfield 

Grieg, Samuel, Oxford st, Stepney, Shirt Manufacturer. June 3 at Sat 
offices of Wood and Hare, Basinghall st 

Guedalla, Jacob,and Moses Hyam Benolie!, Manchester, Merchants. 
May 27 at 11 at the Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manvhester. 
Sampson, Manchester 

Harris, John, Midbarst, Sussex, Coal Merchant. May 25 at 10.30 at 
offices of Edmonds and Co, St James st, Portsea, Soames, Peters- 
field 

Harrisor, Francis, Birmingham, Earthenware Dealer. May 26 at 12 at 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Hart, Michael, Kennington oval, out of business. May 25 at 3 at§the 
Plough Tavern, Beaufort buildings, Strand. Parkes 

Hawkins, Daniel, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Builder, May 29 at 10 at 
2, Bedford buildings, Cheltenh odie 

Hillman, William Henry, Gedley st, Dookhead, Baker. May 24 at 2 at 
offices of Ager, Barnard’s inn, Holborn. Roberts, Phanet place, 
Temple bar, Strand 
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Hitchcock, Henry, Weston, Somerset, Smith, May 25 at 11.30 at offices 
ot Wilton, Westgate buildings, Bath 

Hobson, George William, Maeclesfield, Cheshire, Draper. May 31 at 3 at 
the Queen’s Hotel, lesfield. Parrottand Co 

Hook, Albert Henry, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st, Cigar Mer- 
chant. June 1 at 12 st the Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. 

Rescoe and Co, King st, Finsbury square 

Hopkins, Urish, Nettleton, Wilts, Farmer. May 26 at3 at the Angel 
Hotel, Chippenham 

‘Hutchinson, Adeline, Brighton, Sussex. May 25 at 3 at offices of 
Clennell and Fraser, Great James st, Bedford row. Brandreth and 
Gray, Middle st, Brighton 

Illingworth, John William. May 29 at 3 at offices of Boocock, Silver st, 
Halifax 

Ingle, John Webster, Leeds. Timber Merchant. May 26 at 1 at the 
Station Hotei, Kingsten-upon-Hull. Simpson and Burrell 

Jenkins, Thomas, Birmingham, Brassfounder. May 25at12 at offices 

of Seuthal! end Co, Newhall st, Birmingham 

Jones, Ellie, Wolverhampton, St-fford, Builder. May 26 at 12at offices 

of Stratton and Rudland, Queen st, Wolverhamptun 

Jones, Frederic William, Liverpool, Printer. May 26 at 2 at offices of 
Etty, Lord st, Liverpool 

Jones, John Owen, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Grocer. June | at 11 at offices 
of Morgar, High st, Cardiff 

Jones, Thomas Powell, Swansea, Gl gan, Merchant. May 29 at3 

at cflices of Woodward, Wind st, Swansea 

Kall, Edmund Henry, and Andreas Peter Michelson, Kingston-upor- 
Hall, —— May 27 at 11 at offices of Rollit and Sons, Kings- 
ton-upon- 

Kershaw, Cooper, and Mary Holden, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, 
Cotton Spinners. May 31 at ll at the Pitt and Nelson Hotel, 
Asbton-under-Lyne. Hockin, Manchester 

Kesteven, James Elliott, Rotherham, York, Butcher, May 27 at 12 at 
the Ship Hote!, Rotherham 

Kilminster, William, Shirehampton, Gloucester, Farmer. June 3 at 
11 at offices of Mill and Co, Perry rd, Bristol 

Kind, Edward, Peterborough, Northampton, Upholsterer. May 27 at, 
11 at the Wentworth Hotel, Wontworth et, Paterborongh. Smediey, 
Peterborough 

Langher, Alfred Lawrence, Redditch, Worcester, Fancy Case Maker. 
May 31 at 11 at offices of Powell, Clarendon cuambers, Temple st, 
Birmingham 

Levetus, Hymen, Birmingham, Jeweller. May 26 at 12 at offices of 
Hodgson, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Levi, Henry, Liverpool, Cigar Dealer. May 28 at 3 at offices of Nordon, 
Cook st, Liverpool 

Levy, Edward Laurence, Leicester square, Law Clerk. May 21 at 10 at 
Offices of Fisher, Leicester square 

‘Lewis, Thomas, South Moulton lane, Grosvenor square, Egg Merchant. 
May +2 at 2 at offices of Grayson, Hanter st 

‘Lewis, William Percy, Swansea, Glamorgan, Draper. May 26 at 11 at 
offices of Davies and Hartland, Rutland st, Swanses 

Lowe, Philipp, Manchester, Dealer in Leather. May 31 at 3 at offices 
of Sampson, South King st, Manehester 

Mackintosh, James, Lombard court, Gracechurch st, Merchant. June 
1 at Z at the London Tavern, Bishopsgate st within 

Marriott, Thomas Fielding, Halifax, York, Wine Merchant. May 28 at 
3 at the White Lion Hotel, Halifax 

Matthews, Edward, Limplev Stoke. May 21 at 12 at offices of Shrap- 
nell, Bridge st, Bradford, Wilts 

Milburn, William, Manchester, Agricultural Engineer. May 27 at 3 
at offices of Leigh, Brown st, Manchester 

‘Moore, John, Manchester, Velvet Manufacturer. May 31 at 3 at offices 
of Hulme and Co, Brazennore st, Manchester 

Morrish, Jemes, Aberavon, Glamorgan, Shoe Maker. May 27 at 3 at 
offices of Tennant, Aberavon 

Norman, William Thomas, Brandshatch Farm, near Dartford, Kent, 
Farmer. May 27 at 4at the Lion Hotel, Farningham. Foster, King’s 
rd, Gray’s inn 

Openshaw, Richard Travis, Whitefield, Lencashire, Licensed Victualler. 
June 4 at 3 at offices of Hulton and Lister, Brazennose st, Manchester 

Owen, Frederick John, Chertsey, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. June 1 
ay i+ a of Dubois, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st. Maynard, 

i s inn 

Patmore, William, Whitehorn st, Bromley-by-Bow, Builder. May 24 
at 4 at the Market House Tavern, Market st, Yopiar. Parkes 

Pearson, John, Midclesborough, York, General Drarer. May 26 at 11 
at offices of Ladbury snd Co, Cheapside. Dobson, ford st, Middles- 


borough 
‘Pettey, George, Bris‘o!, Boot Maker. May 28 at 2 at offices of Hancock 
and Co, Bristol. Parnell and Sait 
Pillar, James, Oresion, Devon, Coal Merchant. May 29 at 12 at offices 
of Square, George st, Plymouth 
Reid, William, Newark-upon-Trent, Nottingham, Draper. May 31 at 
2 at offices of Pratt and Hocgkinson, North gete, Newark-upon-Trent 
Robinson, Richard, Shefield, Watch Maker. May 27 at 2.30 at offices of 
Barnian, Cannon st, Birmingham, brailsford, jun 
ers, George, Piymouth, Devon, Builder. May 25 at 11 at offices of 
eliy, Princess square, Piymouth 
Rowbotham. Kiebard, Lymm, Cheshire, Cattle Dealer. May 24 at 3 at 
Offices of Nicholson and Co, Union st, Warrington 
Beott, William, Manchester, Licensed Victualler. June 24t3 at the 
Cisrence Hotel, epring gardens, Manchester. Sale and Co, Man- 





Shinberg, Jn'ius, Leman st, Whitechapel, Tie Manu‘actnrer. May 24 
dad bys | Leman st, Whitechapel. Dobson, Frederick’s place, 
eth, Thomar Sutton, and Samue! Instone, Wolverhampton, Stefford, 

on Merchants May 27 at 14 «t offices of Duignan aud Co, Bridge, 


aleal 
Springer, Waiter, and Soiomon Springer, Rochdale, Lancashire, Manu- 
facturers of Woodware. June 3 at 2 at offices of Mylance, Essex st, 


er 
Smith, Herriett, Lowestott, Saffolk, Baker. May 31 at 12 at the Crown 
Hotel, High st, Lowestoft, Wilwhire, Great Yarmouth 


Bopher 4 es, Ludiow, Salop, 
p sessed. Corve st, Uaalow 





Symons, William, South Hamlet, Gloucester, Brick Maker. May 268 
2 at offices of Taynton and Son, Clare: cester 

Taylor, William Edward, Accrington, Lancashire, Cotton Spinner. 
wo A 25 at 12 at offices of Stevenson and Co, Chancery lane, Man- 
chester 

Tayler, John James, Nottingham, Schoolmaster. May 28 at 12 
offices of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 4 - 

Tribe, John, Sutton, Surrey, Builder, May 26 at 2 at offices of Hudson 
and Co, Bucklersbury 

Vernon, John, and Thomas Done, Tarporley, Cheshire, Builders. Mey 
31 at 2.39 at the Swan Hotel, Tarporley. Sharp, Chester 

Vilven, Stephen, Castle court, Lawrence lane, Cheapside, Umbrella 
Manufactarer. May 25 at 2 at the Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham 
st. Phelps and Sidgwick, Gresham st 

Walker, Alexander Forester, Wigan, Lancashire, Coal Weigher. June 
1 at 11 at offices of France, Churchgate, Market place, Wigan 

Ward, Joseph Barker, Kendal, Westmorland, Coal Dealer. May 25 at 
11 at offices of Watson, Highgate, Kendal 

Watson, John, Dudley, Worcester, Commission Agent. May 25 at 10.30 
at offices of Lowe, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 

White, Henry, Yeovil, Somerset, Cabinet Maker. May 24 at 1 at the 
Gaildhall Tavern, King st. Watts, Yeovil 

Wilcox, Alfred, Charles st, Berners st, Carpenter. May 26 at 4 at 9, 
Lincoln’s inn fields. Marshall 

Wilkinson, George Noble, and James Byers Watt, Leadenhall et, 
Steam Ship Owners. May 31 at 2 at offices of Fletcher and Co, Moor- 
gate st. Lowless and Co, Martin’s lane, Cannon st 

Willis, Henry, sen, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Fishmonger. June 3 at 3 
at offices of Wilson, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham. Simmons, Birming- 
ham 

Winslow, Edward, Montpelier row, Twickenham, Barrister-at-Law. 
May 26 at 2 at otfices of Heathfield and Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 


TossparY, May 18, 1875. 

Allen, Robert, Yeovil, Somerset, Innkeeper. May 27 at 11 at offices of 
Watts, Yeovil 

Baldwick, Edwin Ewin, Ipswich, Suffolk, Provision Merchant. June 2 
at 3.20 at offices of Izard and Betts, Eastcheap. Watts, Ipswich 

Barker, Henry, Chorley, Lancashire, Watch Maker. June 2 at 11 at 
offices of Wilson, St Thomas rd, Chorley 

Barnes, Holden, Accrington, Lancashire, Quarry Master. June 7 at 3 
at offices of Hall, Queen st, Accrington 

Beer, Arthur Wellington. Falmouth rd, Southwark, no occupation. 
May 31 at 11 at offices of Chubb, Pancras lane, Queen st 

Bell, John Thomas, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Draper. May 28 at 12 at 
offices of Hoyle and Co, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Bevington, Henry, Northwood, Stafford, China Decorator, May 31 at il 
at offices of Stevenson, Cheapside, Hanley 

Blackehaw. Charles, Bristol, out business, May 29 at 11 at offices of 
Essery, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 

Bowden, William Richards, Oxford, Printer. June 8 at 12 at offices of 
Hurford and Co, St Michael's chambers, Ship st, Oxford 

Broomhal!, Benjamin, Godalminu, Surrey, Draper. May 26 at 11 at 
145, Cheapside. Ashurst and Co, Old Jewry 

Brown, Benjamin, Tyersal, York, Grocer. June 2 at 3 at offices of Scott, 
Chapel lane, Bradford : 

Buxton, Jobn, Birmingham, Printer, May 31 at 11 at offices of Sharp, 
Ann st, Birmingham. Hodgson, Birmingham 

Clements, Mark, Sceward st, Bishopsgate, Tailor. May 25 at $ at 
offices of Cattlin, Guildhall yard 

Collier, David, Abraman, Glamorgan, Cabinet Maker. May 98 at 2 at 
offices of Howell, Canon st, Aberdare . 

Colmer, Robert Glade, Weymouth, Dorset, Herbalist. May 3: at 12.80 at 
the Auction Mart, Market st, Weymouth. Howard, Weymouth 

Colston, William Battersby, Birmingham, Leather Seller. May 27 at 
12 at offices of Saunders and Bradbury, Temple row, Birmiagham 

Cousins, John Albert, Sheffield, Sewing Machine Dealer. May 31 at 12 
at offices of Singleton, St James's row, Sneffletd f 

Daigtiash, Walter James, Sunningside rd, Hornsey rise, Commercial 
Traveller. May 27 at 3 at offices of Howell, Cheapside 

Denton, William Benjamin, Hoanslow, Wine Merchant. May 31 at 11.30 
at offices of Doyle, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Dover, George Ebenezer, enham, Hereford, Farmer. May 31 at 2 
at offices of Corner, High town, Hereford 

Edmonds, Edward, Birmingham, Pocket Book Manufacturer, May 31 
at 11 at offices of Free, Temple-row, Birmingham 

Evans, Bees, Taffs Well, Glamorgan, Draper, June 3 at 3 at offices 
of Morgan, High st, Cardiff 

Sener, Jeume the Bristol, Music Seller. June 2at 2 et offices of 
Denning and Co, Shannon coort, Bristol. Salmon and Henderson, 
Bristol 

Freeston, John, Long Bennington, Lincoln, Butcher. May 31 at 12 at 
the Mail Hotel, Grantham, Selk, Nottingham 

Frost, George Henry, Norwich, U terer. June | at 12 at offices of 
Atkinson, Post Office st, Norwic 

Gagen , Pancras rd, King’s cross, Coal Mershant. May 27 at 1 


at offices , Cannon st 

Goodwin, "Weisel, eg Sahoares. June 1 at 11 at offices 
of Jack: bard romw 

Griffies, Thomas, Manchester, Stuff Merchant. June 4 at 3 at offices of 
Addieshaw and Warburton, King et, Manchester 1 

Guest, John, Fishmonger alley, F st, Stationer. June4 at 1 
at offices of Learoyd and Co, Finsbury place south 

Hammond, Henry, and Edwin Hammond, Winchester, Hants, Gune 
smiths. June 2 at 5 at offices of Pein and Co, Winche ter 

Hemmens, Alfred Joseph Towers, and Henry Parkess, Dean st, Soo, 
Booksellers. May 26 at 12 at offices of Jones, Chance t 

Hill, ang bom pti to gd Grocer. June 3 at 11 at offices 0 
Ainley, New st, 0 10 at 

Holioway, Charlies, Richmond, Su , Stone Mason. June 7 at 
offices 4 idings, Wendaworth 


of Jones, Bank bul nes, Wandeworth sat 12 at oftees of 


Jenkins, John, sen, , Furniture Dealer, June 1 at 3 
at offices of 


Bow lane, Poplar, 
utt and Co, Brabant court, St Benet place ottces of 
Jones, Francis Henry,Cardift, Fishmonger. June 8 wt il at 
Morgan, High st, Cardi 
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do 9 s, John, Brecon, Innkeeper. June 3 at 12 at offiees of Games, 


ruet, 
mal Edmond Henry, Cottingham, York, Merchant. Mey 27 at 11 at 
ices of Rollitt and Sons, Trinity House Jane, Kingston-upon-Hull 

sare, James Elhott, Rotherham, York, Butcher. June 2 at 12, and 
not on May 27 98 previously advertised, at the Ship Hotel, Rotherham 

Kidd, Francis, -Saltburn-by-the-Sea, York » Builder. May 31 at 3 at 
Barker's Temperance Hotel, Bridge st west, Middlesborough, Bain. 
bridge, Middlesborough 

Knight, Alfred, Brighton, Sussex, Coal Merchant. June | at 3 at offices 
of Goodman, Prince Albert st, Brighton 

Knight, Thomas, Brighton, Sussex, Provision Merchant. June 2 at 3 
at 7, Great James st, Bedford row, Goodman, Brighton 

Lancaster, Mary Aon, Walsall, Stafford, Ironmonger. May 28 at 11 at 
offices of Glover, P»rk st, Walsall 

Leach, Joseph, and William Leach, Little Horton, York, Manufacturers. 
June 4 at 11 at offices of Dackit, Tyrrel at, Bradford 

Mackintosh, Alexander Chalmers, Hanley, Stafford, Travelling 
Draper. May 22 at 11 at the Royal Hotel, Crewe. Shires, Leicester 

Maskew, William, Tunstall, Stafford, Piuamber. May 29 at 10.30 at 
offices of Hollinshead, Market st, Tunstall 

Massey, Thomas, Choriton-upon-Medlock, Manchester, Beerhouse 
Manager. June 10 at 3at the Falstaff Hotel, Market place, Man- 
chester. Law, Manchester 

Michelson. Andreas Peter, Sutton, York, Merchant. May 27 at 11 at 
offices of Rollitt and Sone, Trintiy House lane, Kingston-upon-Haull 

Milburn, William, Manchester, Agricultural Engineer. June 10 at 3 at 
the Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Leigh, Manchester 

Nash, Jonathan Edward, Uxbridge, Middlesex, Market Gardener. June 





1] at3 at offices of Andrews and Mason, Ironmonger lane. Ditton, 
Ironmonger lane 
Pattison, Matthew, Guisborongh, York, Grocer. May 29 at 11 at 
Barker's ‘Temperance Hotel, Bridge st, Middlesborough. Bainbridge, 
Middlesborough 
Perkins, William, Prittlewell, Essex, Innkeeper. May 31 at 1 at the 
London Tavern, Southend. Wood and Son, Rochford 
— David benjamin, White Mill, A’ willy, Carmarthen, Shop- 
keeper. May 3! at 2 at offices of Evans, Queen st, Carmarthen 
Poulton, William, Smallbeath, nr Birmiogham, Plasterer. June lat3 
at offices of Parry, Bennett's hill, Birminghem 
Pringle, Henry Strachan, and William John Pringle, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne, Colliery Owners. June 4 at 12 at offices of Keenlyside and 
Forster, Grainger st west, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Radcliffe, Robert, Rueholme, nr Manchester, Grocer, June 7 at 3 at 
15, Dickenson st, Manchester. Bond and Son 
Roberts, Thomas, and John Heselgrave Wilson, Liverpool, Tailors. 
June 3 at 12 at offices of Sheen and Broadhurst, North John st, Liver- 
pool. Lawrence and Dixon, Li 1 
Rogers, Joeepb, Bell lane, Snitalfiel s, General Dealer. May 29 at 10 at 
Offices of Harris, Duke st, Manchester square 
Rowe, Henry, C Devon, Butcher. _ oa atl at the Half 
Moon Hotel. Exeter. Barrow, Cullompto 
Russell, John Ray, Jarrow-on-Tyne, Galen, Tailor. June 1 at 1 at 
offices of Purvis, King st, South Shields 
Scott, Richard, Kingston-u upon. Thames, Surrey, Watch Maker. June 8 
at Sat offices of Buckland, Brook st, Kingston-upon-Thames 
Shaw, John, Broughton-in-Furness, Lancashire, Chemist. May 26 at 2 
at the Temperarce Hall, Ulverston. Poole, Ulverston 
Slaughter, John Wellings, Birmingham, Tobacconist. May 29 at 11 at 
o€ces of Wall, Union chambers, Stourbridge 
Bmithies, Benjamin, Ovenden, York, out of business. June 5 at 4 at the 
Roebuck Inn, Northgate, Halifax 
Somerset, Joseph, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Provision Dealer. May 28 
at 2 at offices of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle upon-Tyne 
Starkey, Edward Acraman, Bristol, out of business, June | at 2 at 
offices of Salmon and Henderson, Broad st, Bristol 
Statham, Rev Francis Freeman, East st, Walworth. May 31 at2 at 
offices of Chubb, Pancras Jane, Queen at 
Taylor, William, St John’s hill, New Wandsworth, Confectioner. May 
29 at 4 at the Freemasons’ ‘Tavern, John’s hill, New Wandsworth. 
Bird, London wall 
Thomas, James, Bristol, Corn Factor. May 28 at 12 at offices of Benson 
and Thomas, Broad st, Bristol 
Thompson, John Shaw Wallace, Hebburn Quay, Durham, Grocer. June 
1 ot 2 at offices of Sewell, Grey at, Nawcas tle-upon-Tyre 
Tinker, John, jun, Shepley Marsh, York, Clothier. May 28 at 2 at 
offices of Booth, John William st, Huddersfield 
Tomlin, Joseph Sitgrave, Leicester, Engineer. June 3 at 12 at offices of 
Hunters, Halford st, Leicester 
Trubshaw, Joha, Churehbrid 0, Sesent, Grocer, June 1 at Il at 
offices of Glover, Park at, Walsall 
Upton, Thomas, Hammill, Kent, Beerhouse Keeper. June 3 at 2.30 at 
offices of Norton and Son, Ear! st, Maidstone 
Van Minden, Joe Solomon, St Mary axe, Leadenhall st, Commission 
Merchant. May 24 at 3 at offices of Edmands, Poultry 
White, John, Southampton, Fly Proprietor. June 1 at 3 at offices of 
Sbutte, Portland st, Southampton 
Wicks, Henry, Mousehi!!, Surrey, Coal Merchant, June 25 at 3 at 
offices of Durbidge, High st, Guildford 
Willans, Goorge Rempuras, Hillingdon, Middlesex, Sorgentan, June 
lat4at the Soren, otel, High st, Uxbridge. Marshall 
Wright, way Walter Tom, Shareshill, Statford, Licensed Victualler, 
May 29 at 11 at offices of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 


Yorke, Richard, Manchester, Auctioneer, 


June 4 at 3 at offices of 
Ambler, South King st, Manchester 





} -—~----- 


UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 

. Ofthe Undertaker’s bill have long operated as an ive tax 
upon all classes of the community. With a view oC speiy Ne remedy 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS ANY, ies 
bs gone their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves p es 

Cy) - whole duties relating to interments at fix 

mone scales of charge, from which survivors may choose Pon my 
fo their means and the requirements of the case. C) ja eee also 
undertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts 
of the United Kingdom. ed pon containing full particulars may 
be obtained, or wi on art application ve the Chief Office, 3 
Lancaster-place Str 














EDE AND SON, 
ROBE MAKERS. 


SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench, 
Corporation of London, & 

SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS? GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO. 
CORPORATION te UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, £C 

ESTABLISHED 1689. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONEKS, 


ETC. 
SYMONDS INN, 22, CHANCERY-LANE, 
LONDON, 





Every description of Printing. 


Chancery Bills and Answers Catalogues 
Appeals Prospectuses 
Parliamentary Minutes Magazines 

Books * Newspapers 
Pamphlets Circulars 

Reports Posters 

Rules Handbills, &c., &e, 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
Sige GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 


direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special ine 
sertior of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the strictest 
care and promptitude assured. Officia!ly stamped forms for advertise= 
went and file of “* London Gazette” kept, By appointment. 


ARR’S, 265, STRAWN —_ 

Dinnars (from. the joist) vegetables, &e., Is. 6d., or tae Soap 
or Fish, 2s, and 2s.6d. “‘IfI desire a substan dinner off the joint, 
with the agreeable accomp.aiment of light wine, both cheap and 
good, I know only cf sae house, and thatis in the Strand, close to Danes 
Inn. There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied 
—_ half a bottle for a shilling.”—All the Year Round, Jon, rat 1864, 


page. 
7 new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-rooms is 
London, Dinnersifrom the joint), vegetables &c., Is. 64. 


OYAL POLYTECHNIC.—The MAGI. 
CIAN and the GEN[I, an Original, Optical, Magical, and 
Musical Entertainment, with a NEW GHOST "Scene (by permission of 
the Author, Dr. Croft), and several wonderfal illusions and 
by Mr. Seymour Smi th. assisted by Herr Max Alexander. ARCTI 
EXPEDITIONS, Past and Present, by Mr. B. J. Malden. The BES- 
SEMER a. by Mr. J. L. King. FOOD from AFAR, and ECONOM- 
ICAL COOKING, by Prof. Gardner, JANE CONQUEST. The 
MECHANICAL LEOTARD. DIVER and DIVING-BELL, and many 
other Entertainments. Open twice daily, at 12 and 7. Admission Is, 


ADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION, 
BAKER-STREET.—On View, vortrait Models of KING 
ALFONSO XII. and VICTOR EMMANUEL, the Duke and Duchess of 
EDINBURGH, the EMPEROR OF RUSSIA, the SHAH of PERSIA, 
Sir SAMUEL BAKER, the late Dr. LIVINGSTONE, Mr. H. M. STAN- 
LEY, Rev. H. WARD BEECHER, Sir GARNET WOLSELEY, 
MARSHAL McMAHON, MARSHAL BAZAINE, M. THIERS, the 
late CHARLES DICKENS, and Dr. KENEALY, M.P. Also superh 
and costly Court Dresses; complete line of British Monarchs, 
from William the Conqueror to Queen Victoria; and over 300 Portrait 
Models of Celebrated and Distinguished Characters. Admission, Is, 
hr omiga under twelve, 6d, Extra room, 6d. Open from 10 a.m. till 
p.m. 

















ROYAL OLYMPIC THEATRE. 
Sole Lessee and Manager, Mr, Henry Neville. 

THIS EVENING, at 7.30, THE TWO ORPHANS: Messrs. Wittiam 
Rignoid, Anson, Harcourt. Sugden, Vollaire, awe © and — 
Neville ; Mesdames Charles Viner, Huntley, Harcourt 
Ernstone, Hazleton, and Miss Fowler. At 7, TWENt MINUTES 
WITH A TIGER, 








VAUDEVILLE THEATRE, STRAND. 

THIS EVENING, at 7.30, A WHIRLIGIG. At 8, OUR BOYS, 
by H. J. Byron. Concluding with A —_.. FOG. Mesars. W. 
Perren, T. Thorne, Warner, C. W. Garthorne, W aay, go Bernard, 
and D, James; Mesdamas Amy Roselle, Bishop, N. Wal 
S$. Larkin, &e. 





ALHAMBRA THEATRE ROYAL. 

THIS EVENING, CHILPERIC, Preceded by THE ARTFUL 
DODGE, written by FE. L. Blanchard, followed by the Grand Barbaric 
Ballet, with Malte Betty Rigi, Pertoldi, Sidonie. Concluding with & 
new Comic Ballet by the Lauri Family. Commence at?. No tree list. 
Prices from 6d. to £2 22. 
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SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


INSTITUTED 18658. 


For the Relief of Poor and Necessitous Attorneys, Solicitors, and Proctors, in England and Wales, 
and their Wives, Widows, and Families. 





The Directors have much pleasure in announcing that the 


FIFTEENTH ANNIVERSARY 


FESTIVAL 


in aid of this Association will take place on 
TUESDAY, MAY 25 INST., AT FREEMASONS’ TAVERN, GREAT QUEEN STREET, LONDON, 
AT HALF-PAST SIX O'CLOCK P.M., 


UNDER THE PRESIDENCY OF THE RIGHT HON. THE LORD MAYOR OF LONDON, 
SUPPORTED BY THE SHERIFFS FOR LONDON AND MIDDLESEX. 





DINNER TICKETS, 25s. each, may be obtained at the offices of the Association. 


9, Clifford’s-inn, London, E.C. 


(By Order of the Board) 
THOMAS EIFFE, Secretary. 








HE AGRA BANK (LIMITED) 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON 
Baancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agre 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms ens: 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
baiance doesnot fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At5 percent, per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon 

Brits issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

Sates anp Purcuasts effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 

Every other description of banking business and moncy agency 
British and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman, 


O-OPERATIVE CREDIT BAN K, 
MANSION HOUSE CHAMBERS, 
12, QUEEN VICTORIA STREET, E.C. 





First Issue of Capital: £500,000]in subscriptions of £1 and upwards 
Interestin lieu of dividend 18 per cent. per annum, paid monthly. 
Current accounts opened, and 5 percent. interest allowed on the 
Minimum Monthly Balances, 
CHEQUE BOOKS SUPPLIED. 


The Bank grants Credits and issues Circular Notes for the Continent 
and America, and transacts every description of sound financial 


business. 
For particulars apply to R. B. OAKLEY, Manager. 





Landed or Fanded Property or other Securities and ANNUITIES 
purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
10, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835, Paid-up Capital, £480,000, 

If required Interest on Loans may be capitalize?. 


F. 8. CLAYTON, Joint 
CO, H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries. 


OVEREIGN LIFE OFFICE. 
48, 8T. JAMES’S STREET, 8,W. 
CiTY BRANCH, 122, CANNON STREET, LONDON. 





Dimectors. 
Sir James 2. Canmicuaty, Bart. 

Dr. Asprorwer. Cuas, W. Rernotns, Esq. 

Col. P. T. Batuvast. Sir Jouw E. Easpiey-WiLmMorT, 

Joun Ganviner, Esq. Bart., M.P. 

The Report for 1874, copies of which, with the Statements of Ac- 
count, can be had on application, shows that a sum equal to 40 percent. 
of the premiam Income was added to the Funds, while the general 
Income was increased, 

349 Policies, averaging £535 each, were issued. 


The Directors continue to make Apvances to Assurers in the Office on 
Liberal Terms. 


H. D. DAVENPORT, Secretary. 





eee AND LIFE INTERESTS, 


THESE PROPERTIES ARE PURCHASED, OR LOANS 
GRANTED UPON THE SECURITY Of THEM, 


BY 
THE SCOTTISH EQUITABLE (MUTUAL) 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
Head Office—26, ST. ANDREW-SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 
London Office—69, KING WILLIAM-STREET, E.C. 
Manager—T, B. SPRAGUE, Esq., M.A. 


Solicitors in London.—Messrs. BURTON, YEATES, & HART, 
87, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


Income, £277,700. Assets, £2,104,000, 
Every description of Life Insurancebusiness transacted. 
The usual Commission allowed to Solicitors. 





OVEREIGN LIFE OFFICE, 
48, ST. JAMES’S-STREET, LONDON, S.W. 


Directors. 
Chairman—Sir James Carmicuakt, Bart. 
Deputy-Chairman—Joan Asusugner, Esq., M.D. 

Lientena“t-Colonel Bataurst. Cartes Witt. Rernoips, Esq. _ 
Joun GARDINER, Esq. Sir J, E, Earnpiey-W Lor, Bart, 

This Office makes ADVANCES on Real, and, to a limited extent, on 
Personal Security ; it presents the following advantages :— 

The Security of a large Accumulated Fund, 

Moderate rates for all ages, climates, and circumstances connected 


with Life Assurauce, 
HENRY D. DAVENPORT, Secretary. 


AW FIRE INSURANCE OFFICE, 
114, CHANCERY-LANE, LONDON. 


one lst May, 1875. 

NOTICE is hereby given that the ANNUAL GENERAL MEZTING 
of the SHAREHOLDERS of the LAW FIRE INSURANOE SOCIETY 
will be held at the SOCIETY’S OFFICE, CHANCERY-LANE, on 
TUESDAY, the 25th day of MAY instant, to ELECT EIGHT DIRBC- 
TORS, in the room of the like number of Directors who g» out by rota- 
tion; and also to ELECT FOUR AUDITORS, in the room of the like 
number of Auditors who go out by rotation; and for general purposes. 
The Chair will be taken at One o’clock precisely. The accoants of the 
Society, with the Auditors’ Report thereon, may be inspected by the 
Shareholders at the Office of the Society for fourtean days previously to 
the Annual Meeting, and during one month thereafter, 


The Directors going out by rotation are— 


Sir Thomas Tilson. John R. Daniel Tyssen, Esq. 
Francis Thomas Bircham, Esq. Bartle J. L. Frere, Esq. 
William Thomas Carlisle, Esq, Charles Norris Wilde, Esq. 
George Rooper, sq. Arnold William White, &sq- 


hey ar e re-eligible, and offer themselves for re-election. 
The Auditors retiring are— 


Fdward Francis Bigg, Esq. Octavius Leefe, Esq. 
John Moxon Chabon ‘Boa William Tanner Neve, Esq. 


They are re-eligible, and offer themselves for re-election. 


By Order of the Board of Directors, 
GEORGE WILLIAM BELL, Secretary+ 


















